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I developed the series of digital composite prints, The 
First Millisecond, from my interest in the theory of the 
Big Bang which uses mathematics to understand the 
workings of the universe. 
My images too, use mathematical formulas to establish 
relationships among the organic elements that make up 
the work: flowers, onionskin, fruit.
This work that stems from mathematics is my visual 
interpretation of the spiritual quality of the Big Bang 
Theory—evoking the unexplainable by working with  
the quantifiable. 
 
—Gary Stanton is a Visiting Lecturer in the Art Department.
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Magaly Ponce, Assistant 
Professor of Art, traveled  
to Tijuana, Mexico as one  
of four artists invited to  
participate at inSite_05.  
Ponce’s work for this  
project is featured on  
pages  18–22.
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When the Bridgewater Review first appeared in May of 
1982 the vision was to produce a magazine that high-
lighted the work of the faculty. That vision has never 
changed, nor has the commitment of the faculty to 
blend their teaching and advising responsibilities with 
a broad range of professional, creative, scientific and 
literary pursuits. 
As Editor of the Review over these 25 years I constantly 
marvel at the productivity of the faculty. Despite sub-
stantial instructional duties and the ever-growing op-
portunities to mentor students, the faculty continues to 
remain at the cutting edge of their academic disciplines. 
Each issue of the Review shows clearly the intellectual 
vitality that the faculty brings to the Bridgewater State 
College community.
A magazine like the Bridgewater Review could never 
last 25 years without the support of college presi-
dents, provosts and deans. Fortunately, the Review 
has been blessed with Presidents who believed in the 
magazine and its mission. Drs. Andrian Rondileau, 
Gerard Indelicato, Robert Dillman, Adrian Tinsley 
and now Dana Mohler-Faria have all been enormously 
supportive of the Review, not just in terms of budget 
allocations, but in taking pride in the magazine and 
recognizing its special place in public higher education 
in Massachusetts.
And of course the Review’s success over the years has 
also been the result of faculty colleagues who joined 
me as associate editors and regular contributors to the 
magazine. Dr. Don Johnson worked with me during the 
early years of the Review as Associate Editor. Don’s love 
of poetry, sports and the outdoors often provided the 
Review with insightful and thought provoking writ-
ing that elevated the quality of the Review. Don is now 
at East Tennessee State University but he once again 
is being published in the commemorative issue of the 
magazine. Don’s poetry remains beautiful and uplifting.
Barbara Apstein has been with the Review the longest as 
Associate Editor. Barbara recently retired, but she has 
left a long legacy of commentaries on teaching English, 
working with students and analyzing works of litera-
ture. Barbara has been the quality control expert on the 
Review lending her editing skills and her critical insights 
into each article that she has worked on. In this issue we 
are publishing what I think is one of her best articles, a 
discussion of racism in Mark Twain’s Huckleberry Finn.
Bill Levin of the Sociology Department has been 
Associate Editor for over fifteen years and during that 
time he has produced some of the most read and talked 
about commentaries that we have published. Bill, a true 
renaissance man, has written on everything from late 
bloomers in education to sailing on Cape Cod to the 
aging process. Each commentary is based on meticulous 
research and reveals a keen ability to write for a general 
Dear Friends,
It is my great pleasure to welcome you to the 25th anni-
versary edition of The Bridgewater Review, and to offer 
my sincere congratulations to the hundreds of talented 
faculty writers, researchers, artists and commentators 
who have made it such a fine publication since its first 
printing in 1982.
While many colleges and universities across 
Massachusetts and new england support quality 
journals, very few are produced with an eye towards 
highlighting the adventures, insights and advance-
ments of faculty as captured in their own words and 
pictures. It is a wonderful testament to the commit-
ment, energy and drive of Bridgewater’s faculty 
that The Bridgewater Review is celebrating its silver 
anniversary on such a high note.
More than 7,500 individuals and institutions receive 
the journal twice per year. This eclectic group includes 
alumni, legislators, business people, media representa-
tives, parents, prospective students, guidance counselors  
and local libraries. Throughout my fifteen years at BSC, 
many readers have personally taken the time to thank the 
college for making such a fine publication available to so wide 
an audience. needless to say, it is an endeavor we are proud 
to support.
enthusiasts enjoy the scholarly articles, artwork, poetry, fac-
ulty profiles and socio-political perspectives contained within 
the journal. At the same time, many alumni have used it as a 
way to reconnect with their former professors and to join in the 
celebration of the institution’s many achievements.
Regionally and nationally, The Bridgewater Review has been 
lauded for both its excellence and originality. In addition to 
receiving awards from the Council for the Advancement and 
Support of education (CASe), the journal also won the 2004 
Jack Conway Press Award from Jack Conway and Company.
This commemorative issue carries forward the rich traditions 
of The Bridgewater Review and is representative of the depth 
of faculty analysis and expression that has endeared it to 
readers for more than a generation. In the pages that follow, 
you will have the opportunity to learn more about: Dr. Phil 
Tabakow’s (english) Fulbright experience in Bahrain; Dr. 
Shaheen Mozaffar’s (Political Science) on-site monitoring  
of the Iraqi elections; Dr. Michael Jones’ (economics) research 
on non-profit organizations; Dr. William Levin’s (Sociology) 
observations of France; Dr. Patricia Fanning’s (Sociology) 
account of the charitable work of Boston’s Catholic women 
hailing from Louisburg Square; and Dr. Charles Angell’s 
(english) review of American Vertigo.
I hope you’ll join me both in enjoying the latest issue and in 
congratulating our faculty contributors on a job exceedingly 
well done.
Lastly, my hat goes off to Dr. Michael Kryzanek, The 
Review’s longtime editor and a staple of our Political Science 
department, for his unwavering dedication to the journal and 
the institution. Here’s hoping his byline adorns the opening 





years of publishing  
 the Bridgewater Review 
 is indeed a milestone worth celebrating.    
 Also 25 years of continuous publication 
 is also worth a celebratory cheer. But  
              what is most important to celebrate  
            is the faculty of Bridgewater State  
                              College, who for the last 25 years have 
given their research, their artwork, their poetry, their short stories, 
their innovations in teaching and their social commentary to the 
Review, thus helping to make this magazine both unique and a  
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audience. I am sure you will enjoy 
Bill’s take on his travels in France 
and his view of the French and 
French culture.
In the last few years Patti Fanning, 
also of the Sociology Department, 
has come on board as Associate 
Editor. Patti, brings not only her 
writing and editing skills to the 
Review, but also her passion for 
local history, Irish studies and 
biography of Massachusetts 
luminaries. Her contributions 
to the magazine have been read 
with great interest by our readers. 
In this issue Patti writes on the 
Missionary Sisters of Louisburg 
Square, who were one of the first 
religious orders to minister to the 
African-Americans of Boston. 
Patti is an Associate Editor who I 
hope will remain with the Review 
for many years to come.
Finally, Charles Angell, the mag-
azine’s book review editor, has 
been with the Review from almost 
the beginning. Charlie has one of 
the toughest jobs on the maga-
zine—to comment on and critique the books that we 
feel our readers need to know about. During his time as 
book review editor, Charlie has reviewed a wide range of 
books from Philip Roth’s The Plot Against America to the 
self-help manual Who Moved My Cheese to in this issue, 
American Vertigo, Bernard Levy’s acclaimed retracing of 
Alexis de Tocqueville’s travels through America. Charlie 
is one of the most thoughtful and erudite members of 
the faculty that I have had the pleasure of working with 
over the years.
As a senior member of the faculty I have been asked  
on many occasions by prospective students and con-
cerned parents to tell them why they should choose 
Bridgewater State College. Of course the cost is quite 
attractive and the location close to home is a bonus as 
well. But I dwell on the faculty and give them a copy 
of the Bridgewater Review. I tell them that if their son 
or daughter wants to go to a college where faculty 
members place their primary emphasis on teaching and 
working with students, yet are so dedicated to their aca-
demic disciplines that they are also scholars of the first 
degree, then there is no better place than Bridgewater. 
If the Bridgewater Review has done anything over the 
last 25 years, I hope that it has been helpful in alerting 
the general public to the very special faculty who teach 
here. Happy Birthday Bridgewater Review, and to my fel-
low faculty colleagues, thanks for being so special.
Michael Kryzanek 
Editor 
In 2005, Iraq held three successful national elections 
that were largely free and credible by accepted interna-
tional standards. On January 30, 58% of registered vot-
ers went to the polls to elect the Transitional National 
Assembly (TNA), which wrote the new Constitution. 
On October 15, 63% of registered voters turned out 
for the constitutional referendum to approve the new 
Constitution by an overwhelming margin of 79% to 
21%. And on December 15, 76% of registered voters 
cast ballots to elect the 275-seat Council of Representa-
tives (COR), Iraq’s national legislature.1 
 
Holding three elections in one year is a daunting task 
even for established democracies, but it is an extraordi-
nary feat for a country that is trying to establish a new 
democracy after three decades of tyranny while being 
wracked by terrorist bombings and violent insurgency. 
The overall incidence and intensity of terrorist and in-
surgent attacks declined progressively on each Election 
Day, but the terrorists and insurgents posed an ever-
present threat, intimidating, kidnapping and occasion-
ally killing political candidates, voters, poll workers and 
election officials in the lead up to all three elections.
The elections were important components of a larger 
political process designed to establish the institu-
tional and political foundations for democracy in Iraq 
in the aftermath of the American-led invasion that 
overthrew Saddam Hussein in March 2003. The COR 
elections represented the final step in the formation of 
a democratic government. But as Iraqi leaders wrangled 
unsuccessfully over the choice of a new Prime Minister 
and the composition of the new government two 
months after the COR elections, a terrorist bomb ripped 
.In addition, approximately 300,000 Iraqi citizens living in 8 
countries across the world voted in January and December, but 
not in October due to logistical constraints. Also, approximately 
200,000 eligible voters incarcerated in prisons and deten-
tion centers (under both Iraqi and US control, including the 
infamous Abu Ghraib prison), residing as patients in hospitals, 
and serving in the Iraqi police force and the military voted in 
special one-day elections held prior to the regularly scheduled 
elections in October and December. It is not known whether 
Saddam Hussein, who was being held in a US detention center 
and was an eligible voter, chose to exercise his franchise. For 
reasons of space, this article does not deal with these elections.
through one of Iraq’s holiest Shiite mosques in Samarra 
on February 22, 2006, unleashing a paroxysm of retalia-
tory sectarian attacks and pushing the country to the 
brink of an all-out civil war.
Iraq thus confronts a central challenge today: will its 
political future be determined by the three resoundingly 
successful elections held in 2005, or by the brutality and 
violence of terrorism, insurgency and sectarian conflict?  
This article answers this question through a systematic 
analysis and pragmatic assessment of the relationship 
between elections and violence and its impact on the 
prospects for democracy in Iraq.
THE THREE ELECTIONS 
Given the precarious security conditions caused by 
militant insurgency and terrorist bombings, the three 
Iraqi elections in 2005 were a resounding success. One 
factor contributing to 
this success was a rare 
manifestation of sound 
political judgment by 
the US when it relented 
on its initial refusal to 
allow a substantial role 
for the UN in Iraq and 
agreed to an exclusive 
UN role in assisting 
the newly-established 
Independent Election 
Commission of Iraq 
(IECI) in the organi-
zation and management of the three elections. This 
change in US policy, however, was due largely to the 
steadfast opposition of Grand Ayatollah Ali al-Sistani, 
Iraq’s most revered Shiite religious leader and an astute 
political strategist, to any US involvement in the elec-
tions because it would diminish the legitimacy of the 
elections in the eyes of the Iraqis and the international 
community, and to his uncompromising insistence on 
an exclusive UN role in overseeing the elections.
The IECI, whose seven members and the Chief Electoral 
Officer were selected by the United Nations (UN), 
received the full range of organizational, technical 
and logistical assistance that is now commonplace in 
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Elections Assistance Team operating under the United 
Nations Assistance Mission in Iraq and funded from a 
general UN fund facility with contributions from 25 
countries, including the United States. This assistance 
enabled the IECI to organize the three elections profes-
sionally and execute them competently according to 
accepted international standards.
Amidst escalating terrorist and insurgent attacks, the 
IECI conducted a successful voter registration exercise 
in November 2004, registering 14.3 million voters, 
which represented a substantial percentage of eligible 
voters in an estimated population of 28 million people, 
almost half of whom are minors. It conducted another 
registration exercise in August 2005 to update the voter 
list, increasing the number of registered voters since 
January to 15.5 million. In response to the poor security 
situation in the dangerous western governorate of 
Anbar (the heart of Sunni insurgency and the scene of 
high US casualties), the IECI extended this registration 
period by one week, resulting in an 18% increase since 
January in the registration of Sunni voters.
These high registration figures translated into increas-
ingly higher voter turnout from 58% to 63% to 76% 
through the three elections (Table 1). Voter turnout 
increased even more sharply in the Sunni majority 
governorates of Anbar and Salahaddin (where Saddam 
Hussein’s hometown of Tikrit is located), in Diyala and 
Ninewa, both with heavily mixed populations but with 
a Sunni majority, and in Baghdad with a heavily mixed 
population but with a Shiite majority. Anbar wit-
nessed a dramatic increase from 2% in January to 38% 
in October and 86% in December, with corresponding 
figures of 29%, 90%, and 98% for Salahaddin, 33%, 67%, 
and 75% for Diyala, 17%, 54%, and 70% for Ninewa, 
and 51%, 55% and 70% in Baghdad.
table 1  
Voter turnout percentages in three  Iraqi elections in 2005
Governorates January october december
Anbar  2.42  38.35  86.37 
Babil  73.06  72.74  79.43 
Baghdad  51.49  54.97  70.06
Basrah  72.36  63.01  74.20 
Diyala  33.09  67.41  74.87 
Dohuk  92.46  84.81  92.00
Erbil  83.79  95.46  95.26 
Karbala  74.75  60.19  70.44  
Misan  61.25  57.59  73.27
Muthanna  64.79  58.80  66.07 
Najaf  75.25  56.51  72.76 
Ninewa  16.96  53.50  70.16
Qadissiya  70.73  56.71  64.67 
Salahaddin  29.25  90.36  98.43 
Suleimaniya  82.11  75.25  84.19
Taamim  70.01  78.47  86.10 
Theqar  68.84  56.62  71.85 
Wasit  71.08  53.72  67.99
IraQ  58.32  63.28  76.36 
These high registration and turnout figures testify 
to the strong and widespread support for democracy 
expressed by all Iraqis in several public opinion polls. 
In one poll, for instance, 91% of respondents favored 
democracy over authoritarian rule, and 85% favored 
democracy despite its manifest limitations.2  These 
figures also testify to the success of IECI’s new nation-
wide security provisions and its special provisions in 
Anbar to help increase Sunni participation in October 
and December. These provisions included: a three-ring 
security perimeter around polling stations manned by 
all-Iraqi security forces, backed with unobtrusive US 
military support, for three days before and after Election 
Day; coordination with local leaders, and even with 
some Sunni insurgents (via mediation by Sunni politi-
cians) for additional security on Election Day; increased 
recruitment of Sunni poll workers; and IECI rulings 
that permitted voters classified as “internally displaced 
persons” (due to political violence) to vote in designated 
polling stations, and voters who could not reach their 
assigned polling stations due to security threats to vote 
in the nearest safe polling stations.
Finally, the high figures testify to the refusal by the 
majority of ordinary Sunnis to repeat their strategic 
mistake in heeding their leaders’ misguided call to 
boycott the January TNA elections, which excluded the 
Sunnis from the constitution-writing process. Sunni 
voters thus turned out in huge numbers in October to 
reject the new Constitution with a 97% “No” vote in 
Anbar and an 82% “No” vote in Salahaddin. In Diyala, 
the Constitution barely passed with a 51% “Yes” vote. 
In Ninewa, only the combined high turnout among the 
Kurds, Shiites, Christians, Turkomans and other Arab 
minority groups helped to offset the high Sunni turnout 
and produce a 55% “No” vote against the Constitution, 
well-short of the two-thirds “No” vote in three gover-
norates required for the rejection of the Constitution 
and a new referendum. Sunni voters turned out in 
even higher numbers in December to elect three Sunni 
parties—the Iraqi Accordance Front, the Iraqi Front for 
National Dialogue, and the Iraqi Nation List—to the 
COR with a combined total of 56 seats, compared to 
none in the TNA (Table 2).
table 2  
results of the cor elections in Iraq, december 15, 2005
Political Parties seat totals seat %
Unified Iraqi Alliance  128  46.55  
Kurdistani Gathering  53  19.27 
Iraqi Accordance Front  44  16.00
National Iraqi List  25  9.09 
Iraqi Front for National Dialogue 11  4.00 
Islamic Union of Kurdistan  5  1.82
Liberation and Reconciliation Gathering 3  1.09 
Progressives  2  .73 
Iraqi National List  1  .36
Iraqi Turkoman Front  1  .36 
Al Ezediah Movement   1  .36  
     for Progressing and Reform 
Al Rafedeen List  1  .36
totals  275 100.00 
2. Mark Tessler, Mansoor Moaddel, and Ronald Inglehart, 
“What do Iraqis Want?” Journal of Democracy 7:  
(January 2006), pp. 38-50
The results in Table 2 approximate the broad sectar-
ian and ethnic divisions in Iraq, but these results also 
obscure politically salient intra-sectarian and intra-eth-
nic, as well as ideological, differences within the major 
parties in the COR, all of which are actually coalitions 
of groups representing these differences. The Kurdis-
tani Gathering, for instance, consists of two tradition-
ally antagonistic Kurdish parties – the Patriotic Union 
of Kurdistan and the Kurdistan Democratic Party—and 
includes a moderate religious party. But the Kurds are 
also represented by the fundamentalist Islamic Union 
of Kurdistan, with 5 COR seats. The three Sunni 
parties include nationalists, Islamists and secularists. 
The Iraqi Accordance Front with a broader support 
base includes the Iraqi Islamic Party, the Iraqi Front for 
National Dialogue includes a small Christian Party and 
two small Turkoman parties, and the Iraqi National 
List supports crackdown of Baathists and Sunni Islamic 
insurgents. The Iraqi National List headed by former 
Prime Minister Iyad Allawi is a secular nationalist coali-
tion of Sunnis and Shiites. It is the only party to win 
votes in every governorate, indicating the existence of 
a nationwide secular base that could be mobilized to 
counter the growing influence of Islamists.
The most important of these intra-group differences, 
however, exists within the United Iraq Alliance (UIA), 
the Islamist-leaning Shiite political bloc that controls 
128 COR seats. The UIA, which consists of 16 mostly 
small parties, is spearheaded by three major parties 
which together control 82 seats, but which also have 
deep political differences. The Supreme Council for 
Islamic Revolution in Iraq (SCIRI) with 25 seats is heav-
ily Islamist and is widely viewed to posses close political 
ties with Iran, where it was founded by Iraqi Shiite 
exiles in 1982. The al-Dawah Party (DP) with 25 seats 
includes a secular and a religious faction, and is headed 
by former interim Prime Minister Ibrahim al-Jaafri. The 
al-Sadrites with 32 seats is headed by the populist and 
fiercely anti-American cleric, Moqtada al-Sadr.
Moqtada al-Sadr’s populism threatens the political 
leadership of the Shiite religious establishment in Najaf 
and of its spiritual head, Grand Ayatollah al-Sistani. His 
militia, the Mahdi Army, which has often clashed with 
SCIRI’s militia, the Badr Brigade, is now in virtually 
total control of Sadr City, the slum neighborhood of  
Baghdad from where Moqtada draws his political 
support.3  His supporters ran as independents in the 
3. Sadr City is named after Moqtada’s father, who was a 
grand ayatollah, and, along with his brothers, was killed by 
agents of Saddam Hussein. Moqtada aspires to inherit his 
father’s leadership mantle but cannot do so because he has never 
completed the rigorous religious education and training Shiite 
tradition requires before a person acquires the title of ayatollah.  
January elections, but because he has a large following 
among the Shiite poor classes, he was reluctantly in-
vited to join UIA for the December elections to ensure a 
Shiite legislative majority after the Sunnis agreed to par-
ticipate in the COR elections. As the largest party in the 
COR, the UIA has the constitutional authority to nomi-
nate a candidate for Prime Minister for final approval by 
the COR. In the ensuing fight for the nomination, the 
al-Sadrites’ control of 32 COR seats was indispensable 
in al-Jaafri’s unexpected victory by one vote over Adel 
Abdel-Mahdi of SCIRI, who was supported by other 
UIA, as well as by Kurdish and Sunni, parties.
However, a coalition of Kurdish, Sunni and secular 
nationalist parties fiercely opposed al-Jaafri’s candi-
dacy, because of his inept leadership as interim Prime 
Minister, and especially his inability to control the 
escalating violence in the wake of the Samarra mosque 
bombing and rein in the Ministry of Interior “death 
squads” who are widely known to engage in the 
systematic killing of Sunnis. As the political impasse 
continued with al-Jaafri’s adamant refusal to relinquish 
his candidacy, and as political violence pushed Iraq to 
the brink of civil war, opposition to his candidacy began 
to emerge even within the UIA. Under intense pressure 
from the United States, and nudged by the threat of an 
alternative Kurdish-Sunni-secular nationalist major-
ity coalition forming and nominating and approving 
its own candidate for Prime Minister, the UIA political 
leadership led by Grand Ayatollah al-Sistani forced al-
Jaafri on 20 April 2006 to relinquish his position, open-
ing the way for the formation of a unity government.
THE POLITICS AND PATTERNS OF VIOLENCE 
The formation of a unity government will not im-
mediately stop the violence gripping Iraq, but it is 
an essential first step in creating a favorable political 
environment for weakening, and eventually removing, 
the incentives for the use of violence, especially by the 
Sunni-led insurgency. Violence in Iraq, in other words, is 
neither sectarian nor ethnic based. It is politically driven,  
and thus requires a political solution. 
The data in Figure 1 indicate the political underpinnings 
of the violence, and especially the Sunni basis of the 
insurgency. Of the 8799 reported insurgents and ter-
rorist attacks between April 2004 and December 2005, 
47% were concentrated in the two Sunni governorates 
of Anbar and Salahddin, while 48% were concentrated 
in the heavily mixed governorates of Baghdad, Diyala, 
Ninewa and Tameem with large Sunni concentrations. 
By contrast, only 5% of the attacks occurred in the nine 
Shiite majority governorates, and a negligible .06% in 
the three Kurdish governorates.
Also indicative of the political basis of violence are the 
variations in its incidence and intensity, as well as the 
differences in the groups and their motivations for 
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referendum and the December COR elections. The 
Sunni embrace of democratic transition enhanced the 
prospects of its success, forcing the diehard Baathists 
and the AQM to shift to sectarian violence in which 
Iraqi religious and political leaders and the new Iraqi 
police and military forces replaced the US and coalition 
forces as the principal targets.
The resounding success of the December elections 
in improving Sunni representation in the COR and 
participation in the new government precipitated the 
Samarra mosque bombing, most probably by AQM, as 
a last-ditch effort by extremists in the hope of unleash-
ing retaliatory sectarian attacks that would destabilize 
the country and derail the democratic transition. That 
such attacks occurred with increasing frequency and 
frightening intensity in the immediate aftermath of the 
bombing before subsiding testifies less to the success 
of the extremists’ tactics than to the disturbingly large 
numbers of Sunni and Shiite militias that have emerged 
in Iraq to fill the security vacuum created by inad-
equate US forces and the inexperience of the new Iraqi 
military and security forces. That these militias could 
themselves become the instruments of a prolonged 
Lebanon-style civil war cannot be discounted. To defuse 
this potentially explosive situation, the quick formation 
of government of national unity becomes all the more 
imperative.
CONCLUSION 
On April 23, 2005, after weeks of hard and contentious 
bargaining that led to the replacement of Ibrahim Jaafri 
with his deputy Nouri al-Maliki as the candidate for 
Prime Minister, the COR, meeting only for the second 
time since the December elections, authorized the new 
candidate to form a cabinet within the stipulated 30 
days and approved five key appointments that pave 
the way for the formation of a national unity govern-
ment. The COR reappointed the current President 
Jalal Talabani, a Kurd, and also appointed a Sunni and a 
Shitte as the two Vice-Presidents. It also elected a Sunni 
as the Speaker of the COR, and a Shiite and a Kurd as 
the two Deputy-Speakers.
These, however, are only the first steps. Jockeying for 
positions in the new cabinet will produce a new round 
of intense and possibly acrimonious bargaining. After 
the installation of the new cabinet, the new govern-
ment will have to confront, among the host of problems 
facing Iraq, the twin and related challenges of security 
and economic reconstruction. Insecurity remains the 
single most important threat to Iraq’s political stability. 
Confronting it will require convincing the remaining 
diehard Baathists that it is in their and the country’s in-
terest to accept the new reality. It will require defeating 
the AQM by killing the foreign jihadists who dominate 
it, simply because they will not give up without a 
fight. But most critically, it will require controlling and 
disbanding all the Sunni and Shiite militias that now 
provide much-needed security in a dangerously insecure 
environment, for, if left unchecked, they could easily 
transform themselves into permanent protection rack-
ets, as, for example,  in Afghanistan.
Security is also essential for the much-need economic 
reconstruction and development. Despite the invest-
ment of vast amounts of US funds, a variety of strategic 
and tactical mistakes that have become the hallmark of 
US policy in Iraq has contributed to the failure of the 
Iraqi economy to return even to its anemic pre-war lev-
els.4  Initial assessments based on flawed assumptions 
and intelligence viewed Iraq’s enormous oil resource as a 
crucial source for financing the postwar reconstruction. 
But in response to the international embargo imposed 
on Iraq after the 1991 Gulf War, Saddam Hussein cut 
back on the investments required to maintain and 
modernize the oil production facilities. Increased post-
war oil production has thus been stymied by decaying 
infrastructure.
Compounding the problem has been the terrorist and 
insurgent attacks on the oil facilities, as well as on many 
postwar reconstruction projects, killing both foreign 
contractors and Iraqi workers. The diversion of increas-
ingly larger amount of US reconstruction funds to the 
provision of security for these construction sites and  
oil refineries has, as a result, depleted the amount avail-
able for modernizing the oil facilities and financing the 
reconstruction projects.
The new Iraqi government, even one pragmatically 
negotiated on the basis of national unity and power-
sharing, is unlikely to deal successfully on its own with 
these twin challenges, or, for that matter, with any of 
the other problems facing the shattered country. uS 
presence in Iraq is thus essential. In the violent aftermath 
of the Samarra mosque bombing, both Shiites and the 
Sunnis have increasingly, and ironically, come to see the 
US presence as having a moderating effect on sectarian 
violence. Moreover, having invaded the country, we 
have an obligation to help Iraqis out of the political in-
security and economic disarray our policies and actions 
have caused.
National self interest, not altruism, dictates this obliga-
tion. To fulfill it, however, requires us to refocus our 
misguided concern with bringing the troops home to 
the more important concern with our strategic national 
interests in the Middle East as the overriding goal of our 
Iraq policy. The Bush administration has been inexcus-
ably derelict in articulating that national interest and its 
relationship to its Iraq policy. But that does not mean 
that there are no strategic US national interests in the 
Middle East, or that they are unrelated to our actions in 
. For the latest and the best assessment of the failure of US 
postwar reconstruction policy in Iraq, see David L. Phillips, 
Losing Iraq: Inside the Postwar Reconstruction Fiasco 
(Boulder, CO: Westview, 2005) 
Iraq. The important US strategic interests in the Middle 
East include: coping with Iran’s nuclear ambition and 
the threat it poses to Israel, Saudi Arabia and the region; 
combating al-Qaeda and its terrorist networks (a goal 
totally unrelated to the invasion of Iraq); keeping the 
Persian Gulf oil supply line open (not to feed US appe-
tite for oil, since our consumption of Middle East  
oil is negligible, but to keep the European and Japanese 
economies that depend on it strong, and to maintain 
a stable world oil market); and promoting democracy 
as an indispensable tool in the fight against terrorism. 
The US invasion (even though ill-timed and strategi-
cally misguided in implementation, but correct in its 
central objective of removing Saddam Hussein) and 
the occupation of Iraq (despite the many mistakes in 
its implementation) are inextricably intertwined with 
these interests.
Withdrawing US troops from Iraq in the near future 
is thus supremely irresponsible. President Bush has 
responsibly decided that US troops will not be with-
drawn, but has irresponsibly failed, again, to justify that 
decision in terms of the important US national interests 
at stake in Iraq and the Middle East. Whether the next 
administration will act more responsibly will depend on 
whether the American public will demand such respon-
sibility. That, however, is very unlikely.
—Shaheen Mozaffar is Professor of Political Science.
number and intensity of violence at the end of 2004  
that peaked with the TNA elections in January 2005 
was driven by a loose alliance of diehard Baathists,  
Sunni Islamic extremists, and Al-Qaeda in 
Mesopotamia (AQM). The AQM is offshoot of Osama 
Bin Laden’s Al-Qaeda network formed in Iraq by the 
Jordanian insurgent Abu Musab al-Zarqawi in the polit-
ical chaos that followed the US occupation. Implacably 
opposed to the US occupation and the emerging Shiite 
political power, these groups sought nothing less than 
the total removal of all foreign troops from Iraq and 
to halt the unfolding process of democratic transition. 
An undetermined number of fragmented groups of 
nationalist-secularist Sunnis, who accepted the demise 
of the Saddam regime but not the loss of Sunni political 
power, initially joined these extremist groups and, with 
the tacit support of the Sunni population who had been 
encouraged to boycott the TNA elections, engaged in 
political violence that was at the time directed princi-
pally at US and coalition forces.
However, the success of the TNA elections and the 
exclusion of the Sunnis from the constitution writing 
forced these moderate Sunni groups to reconsider their 
position and adopt a political strategy aimed at negoti-
ating concessions on the new constitution in return for 
embracing the new democratic dispensation, combined 
with an armed strategy aimed at using low-intensity 
violence to bolster their negotiating position. This new 
strategy put the Sunni insurgents at odds with the die-
hard Baathists and led to armed clashes between them 
and the AQM, not the least because AQM was dominat-
ed by foreign jihadists (including Zarqawi) and because 
it relied heavily on suicide bombings that were killing 
growing numbers of Iraqis. But, coupled with the new 
IECI security measures, the new strategy also helped to 
reduce the level of violence and dramatically increase 
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STARTING WITH A LITTLE BAHRAINI  
GEOGRAPHY AND HISTORY 
Before applying for a Fulbright Lecturing Award in 
American Literature at the University of Bahrain, before 
Michael Jackson’s media-hyped relocation to the king-
dom, I, like most Americans, was only vaguely aware 
of the existence of a small island country called the 
Kingdom of Bahrain located somewhere in the Middle 
East. Now, after my family and I have been living in 
Bahrain for seven months (without so far having spot-
ted Mr. Jackson at the Seef Mall), we’ve learned a lot 
about both Bahrain and the whole Middle East. In fact, 
our children, Alexis, 15, and Nicholas, 14, are among the 
very few Americans attending St. Christopher’s School, 
a British curriculum school, with a truly international 
student body.
The Kingdom of Bahrain, rather than being a single 
island, is an archipelago of thirty-three islands which 
lies due east of Saudi Arabia in the Persian Gulf (some-
times called the Arabian Gulf here). Only three of the 
islands are inhabited: Bahrain Island, Muharraq (where 
Bahrain International Airport is located), and Sitra. 
These three populated islands are connected by cause-
ways, as is Bahrain Island itself, to the eastern provinces 
of Saudi Arabia by the twenty-six kilometer King Fahd 
Causeway. Bahrain is a mostly low-lying desert country, 
with a total area of only about 700 square kilome-
ters. Not long ago, our daughter Alexis trekked with 
classmates across the entire width of the main island at 
its narrowest point (about 20 kilometers). The high-
est elevation in the country at 124 meters is Jebal ad 
Durkhan (“Mountain of Smoke”) in the central desert 
region of Bahrain Island near Sakhir, where the main 
campus of the University of Bahrain is located.
Despite its small size, Bahrain has a long, complex, and 
important history. It was the seat of the ancient civiliza-
tion of Dilmun (see Geoffrey Bibby’s Looking for Dilmun) 
which served as an important link between the early 
civilizations of Mesopotamia and the Indus Valley. One 
cuneiform tablet dated to 3100 B.C. describes Dilmun 
as a paradise where the inhabitants “were eternally 
young and suffered no illness” and “where the raven 
did not croak and wolves and lions did not devour their 
prey”—a veritable Eden. 
Dilmun is also mentioned in The Saga of Gilgamesh, the 
world’s oldest literary text, as being associated with 
Enki, the god of wisdom and water, and Gilgamesh, 
King of Uruk. Because of the many fresh-water springs 
in Bahrain (the word “Bahrain” means “two seas” in 
Arabic), ships traveling eastward from the mouth of the 
Tigris and Euphrates Rivers always stopped here  
to garner supplies of “sweet” water and fresh vegetables. 
Remarkably, off the coast of Bahrain, springs of potable 
water even rise up out of the salt waters of the Gulf  
like geysers.
Ancient Dilmun featured one of the world’s largest 
necropolises with an estimated 200,000 grave mounds, 
most dating back to the third and second millennia B.C. 
Though urban development has taken its toll, it is still 
possible today (as my wife and I have done near our 
home in A’Ali) to walk through extensive areas of these 
rounded earth and stone covered burial mounds, most 
plundered in the long past of their rock-lined central 
chamber’s contents. 
Bahrain converted to Islam in the 7th century, and, in 
more modern times, was conquered by the Portuguese 
in 1521 (who left behind a large fort—now completely 
restored—near the northern coastline). Eventually over 
the course of the next two centuries, Bahrain came 
under the control of the king of Persia, who politically 
supported the archipelago’s Shia majority. However, in 
the late 18th century, Bahrain was conquered by tribes 
associated with the Sunni Al Khalifa family, who soon 
entered into a treaty relationship with the United 
Kingdom–and Bahrain became a British protectorate.  
In 1971, still under Al Khalifa family rule, Bahrain 
became a fully independent nation.
CONTEMPORARY BAHRAIN  
In 1932 Bahrain became the first Arabian Gulf country 
to discover recoverable commercial quantities of oil. 
However, since Bahrain’s supply of oil is quite small—
especially by Gulf standards—the country was soon 
forced to diversify its economy. Fortunately, Bahrain’s 
long history as a trading center and its well-educated 
population made the transition to a more diversified 
economy possible. Nevertheless, according to recent 
statistics, production of petroleum and petroleum 
processing still account for 60% of export receipts, 60% 
of government revenues (with no taxes of any kind in 
Bahrain!), and 30% of GDP. 
Of Bahrain’s total population of about 700,000 people, 
approximately 450,000 are Bahraini citizens. Compared 
to most Gulf countries (with Saudi Arabia a special 
case.), this ratio of citizens to expatriate workers is  
quite high. Bahrain is also distinguished from other  
Gulf countries by its Shia religious majority. Not sur-
prisingly, from time to time in recent history, Bahrain 
has been claimed by both Iran and Iraq—the only two 
other predominantly Shia Middle Eastern countries. 
Since Bahrain is ruled by the Sunni Al Khalifa family, no 
current figures on exact Shia/Sunni percentages seem to 
be available. Estimates, however, suggest that 60 to 80% 
of its Muslim citizens are Shia. In fact, Wikipedia claims 
that “according to the 2001 census, 81.2% of Bahrain’s 
population [citizen and non-citizen] was Muslim (Shia 
and Sunni), 9% were Christian, and 9.8% practiced 
other Asian or Middle Eastern religions.” Unlike neigh-
boring Saudi Arabia, Bahraini women—though many 
wear the traditional black abbaya and hijab—vote, drive 
automobiles, and are free to work in most occupations.
Despite its official designation as an Islamic Arab coun-
try, any newcomer soon becomes aware that Bahrain 
is a racially, religiously, and culturally diverse society. 
Approximately two-thirds of Bahrain’s population is 
of Arabic descent; most of the other third, including 
immigrants and guest workers, come from Iran, South 
Asia, and Southeast Asia. English is widely spoken by 
Bahrainis of all backgrounds, and, in most respects, 
Bahrain is a sophisticated and cosmopolitan country. 
Specialty stores flourish. Just recently, the first Formula 
1 Grand Prix Auto Race of the 2006 season drew large 
numbers of international visitors and celebrities to the 
Bahrain International Circuit.
 Based on a constitution promulgated on February 14, 
2002, Bahrain is now a constitutional hereditary mon-
archy, with King Hammad bin Isa Al-Khalifa as head 
of state. The prime minister (King Hammad’s uncle) 
and cabinet are appointed directly by the king. There 
is a bicameral legislature consisting of a Shura Council, 
whose members are appointed by the king, and a House 
of Deputies, whose members are directly elected to 
serve four year terms. Political parties are banned, but 
“politically-oriented societies” are allowed. Given this 
governing structure and the strictures against political 
parties, effective political control still remains securely 
within the Al-Khalifa family. 
BAHRAIN, THE UNITED STATES,  
AND THE AMERICAN STUDIES  
CENTER AT THE UNIVERSITY  
OF BAHRAIN 
Since 1948, The U.S. Naval Support 
Facility, which covers sixty acres in the  
city of Manama (Bahrain’s capital),  has 
been the headquarters of the Fifth Fleet 
and of American naval operations in the 
Persian Gulf. Needless to say, the U.S. gov-
ernment considers its relationship with 
Bahrain to be very important and main-
tains full diplomatic relations with the 
kingdom at the ambassadorial level. Just 
recently the U.S. Congress approved the 
free trade agreement between 
Bahrain and the United States 
signed in November 2004, the 
first such agreement with a 
Gulf country. 
The current U.S. ambassador to 
Bahrain is William T. Monroe. 
His predecessor, Johnny Young 
(responding to the initiative of 
Dr. Mohammed Al-Ghatam, the former president of 
the University of Bahrain [UOB]) helped found the 
American Studies Center at the University of Bahrain 
in May 1998—the first American Studies Center 
established at a Middle Eastern University. Since that 
time American Study Centers have also been opened 
at the American University of Beirut and at the 
University of Cairo, and a number of other universi-
ties in the Middle East are exploring the possibility  
of opening centers in the near future.
 The American Studies Center, a division of the 
Department of English Language and Literature in  
the College of Arts at UOB, offers English majors 
the option of a 30 credit-hour minor in American 
Studies—to be chosen from courses in American 
government, history, geography, literature, and 
cultural studies. The enthusiastic and able director 
of the center, Dr. John Hillis, is an American who 
has been teaching as a member of the UOB English 
Department for seventeen years. The center’s teach-
ing faculty includes American political scientist Dr. 
Colin Cavell, as well as a number of Middle Eastern 
faculty members, including Dr. Abdul Aziz Bulaila, 
Chairman of the Department of English Language 
and Literature. 
As a Fulbright Lecturer, I am teaching a course this 
semester entitled “Diverse Voices in Recent American 
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Poetry”—a course developed in conjunction with  
“The Diverse Voices in American Literature” 
Symposium being hosted by the American Studies 
Center March 27-29, 2006. Other English Department 
courses I’ve offered during the year range from a 
senior-level research paper writing course to a course in 
Modern European Drama to a “Special Author” course 
on the poetry of Walt Whitman and Emily Dickinson. 
My wife Dr. Mary Tabakow, an Adjunct Assistant 
Professor for the 2005-06 year, has also been teaching 
literature courses; and together, we believe that we are 
a making a significant contribution to the Department 
of English Language and Literature. As well as teaching 
scheduled courses for the department, we have been of-
fering a non-credit creative writing workshop for UOB 
students interested in writing poetry, fiction, drama, 
and literary non-fiction in English. This may be the first 
time such an opportunity has been presented at the 
University of Bahrain, and the students have responded 
enthusiastically to it. We are also serving on the organiz-
ing committee for a creative writing student competi-
tion—part of the UOB Arts College Cultural Festival 
being held in April.
     In addition, along with Dr. Hillis, my wife and I rep-
resented UOB and the American Studies Center at the 
first International American Studies Conference ever 
to be held in the Middle East in December 2005, which 
was hosted by the American University of Beirut. In a 
related context (as part of the department’s eventual 
goal of gaining international accreditation), I have also 
submitted a report evaluating the curriculum of the 
UOB Department of English Language and Literature’s 
program in relation to comparable U.S. and Middle 
Eastern programs.
These varied teaching, research, and service opportu-
nities have made this an exciting and professionally 
satisfying year for my wife and me at the University of 
Bahrain. And it has been especially rewarding to have 
had the chance to work with the many Bahraini stu-
dents who are so welcoming, so interested in what we 
have to bring to them, and so eager to share their own 
culture with us (though they do smile politely when we 
try to use our broken Arabic). In the end, it is the unique 
opportunity to build relationships of trust and mutual 
learning with students from another culture that makes 
the Fulbright teaching experience so satisfying. I look 
forward to sharing the rewards of my experiences with 
the BSC community, as well as to exploring the many 
exciting possibilities for interdisciplinary collaborations 
with colleagues throughout the college.    
—Philip Tabakow is Associate Professor of english.
Wouldn’t it be nice to keep all of your income rather 
than giving up some of it to the government in the form 
of taxes? You can’t legally get out of your responsibility 
to pay taxes, but there are organizations often referred 
to as “nonprofits” in the economy that are free from 
paying taxes. The Internal Revenue Service (IRS) calls 
them Exempt Organizations since they are exempt 
from paying most types of taxes. You have probably 
encountered one or more of these nonprofits recently. 
Organizations such as churches, the Boy Scouts, the 
Campfire Girls, your local museum and the public li-
brary are likely to be nonprofits. So how many nonprof-
its are there in this country? First consider how many 
nonprofits might exist nearby. Perhaps you would guess 
there are about a thousand nonprofits in your state. If 
your state is somewhat representative of the remainder 
of the states then there would be approximately 50 
times a thousand or 50,000 nonprofits in the country. 
You would be underestimating by a very large amount! 
The IRS granted tax exempt status to 53,086 organiza-
tions in 2002 alone. There are currently over 1.4 million 
tax exempt organizations in this country at this time 
according to the database kept by the IRS (not including 
many churches). 
Nonprofits are organizations that are formed with the 
intention of providing some good or service without 
the promise of monetary rewards like a private business 
enterprise. Organizations intent on making the owner 
or owners rich are considered “for-profits.” It seems 
counter to economic theory that someone would create 
a nonprofit organization since the motivation of finan-
cial reward has been removed. However, there are other 
things besides wealth creation motivating some people 
(apparently) since many nonprofits are created each 
year. Their motivation is to provide goods or services 
to people in the hopes of improving their community. 
At least that is the intention of the laws governing and 
authorizing the operations of nonprofits. These laws 
are generally focused on allowing the nonprofit to forgo 
paying business or income taxes since they are expected 
to be performing a public service. Thus, as you can 
imagine taxes play a very important role in the creation 
of a nonprofit.
Even long before this country had an income tax there 
were those who provided for the public good with 
private wealth. The people were usually the extremely 
wealthy such as Andrew Carnegie. Carnegie, upon 
retirement at the beginning of the 1900’s, decided 
to dedicate his time to spending his great wealth on 
projects he considered important to the public welfare. 
He wrote about his motivation in a document that 
became know as his “Gospel of Wealth” (Carnegie, 
1889) where he discussed the three options people like 
him have in disposing of excess wealth. One could leave 
the wealth to family, which he considered to be a huge 
mistake. A better solution was to bequeath the wealth 
for specific public purposes after the person died, but he 
considered this option disgraceful. The best option was 
to use the wealth for the greater good during the life of 
the possessor. To this end Andrew Carnegie created a 
foundation to administer the use of his great wealth for 
purposes he deemed important in solving the problems 
between rich and poor and return his wealth to the 
“mass of their fellows in the forms best calculated to do 
them lasting good.” Such an organization today would 
be exempt from paying income taxes on gains made by 
investing the wealth so long as the organization pro-
vided an adequate amount of goods or services for the 
benefit of the public and no individual owns or benefits 
from those investment returns. Of course Carnegie’s 
motivation might not have been totally unrelated to 
taxes. The first exemption from income taxes was  
instituted in the first federal income tax rules under  
the Tariff Act of 1894. Carnegie wrote his opinion essay 
on wealth in 1889, just five years before. He would have 
very likely been involved in discussions among  
the politicians and wealthy in this country debating  
the need for taxation to provide for expanded govern-
ment funding. 
In addition to being exempt from taxes, some nonprof-
its (not all) also get an additional special consideration 
from our system regarding taxes. Some nonprofits, 
often known as charities, can receive contributions  
and the contributor gets a tax deduction for the gift. 
The Growth  
of Nonprofits:  
A Reality Check
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This tax deduction reduces the contributor’s taxable in-
come and thereby reduces the amount of taxes they pay. 
This creates an incentive for people to give to charities. 
It has the added effect of lower tax revenues needed to 
pay for public goods and services coming from the gov-
ernment. This arrangement has the effect of empower-
ing individuals with the ability to choose which public 
goods and services they want to be funded. People who 
like the programs offered by the government will simply 
pay their taxes. People who want  their tax money spent 
on programs provided by nonprofits (charities) will 
withhold their taxes from the government by giving it 
directly to the nonprofits. However, those people will 
have to contribute a greater amount to the nonprofit to 
get the full impact of their taxes since their tax deduc-
tion will only reduce their taxes by a percentage accord-
ing to their income level. So the incentives influencing 
charitable giving are complicated but involve avoid-
ing taxes, controlling the types of goods and services, 
controlling who provides the goods and services, and 
altruism, the desire to help others.
The most common legal form of nonprofit organiza-
tion is known as a 501(c)(3). This number refers to the 
section of the IRS code that defines the rules for the 
nonprofit. There are actually many other 501(c) sections 
of the IRS code defining nonprofits as shown below:
 (1) Gov Instrumentality   
 (2) Title-Holding Corp   
 (3) Charitable, Educ, Literary, Cruelty Prevention,   
   Public Safety, Religious, Scientific   
 (4) Civic, Employee Assoc, Social Welfare   
 (5) Agricultural, Horticultural, Labor   
 (6) Trade Board, Business League, C of C,  
   Real Estate  Board    
 (7) Social, Recreational, Pleasure   
 (8) Fraternal Beneficiary   
 (9) Voluntary Employees Beneficiary (non-gov)  
 (10) Voluntary Employees Beneficiary (gov)   
 (11) Teachers Retirement   
 (12) Life Ins, Mutual Ditch, Mutual Telephone  
 (13) Burial, Cemetery   
 (14) Credit Union, Other Mutual Corp   
 (15) Mutual Insurance (non-life or marine)   
 (16) Crop Financing Corp   
 (17) Unemployment Trust   
 (18) Employee Funded Pension   
 (19) War Veteran Orgs   
 (20) Legal Service Org 
 (21) Black Lung Trust 
 (23) Veteran Assoc (pre 1880) 
 (24) Trust (4049 ERISA) 
 (25) Title Holding for Pension 
 (26) High Risk Health Ins (State-sponsored) 
 (27) Workers’ Comp Reinsurance (State-sponsored) 
 (40) Apostolic and Religious Org (501(d)) 
 (50) Coop Hospital Service (501(e)) 
 (60) Coop Service of Operating Educ Org (501(f)) 
 (70) * Child Care Org 
 (71) * Charitable Risk Pool 
 (80) Not defined in handbook 
 (81) * Tuition Program (State-sponsored) 
 (90) Not defined in handbook 
 (91) Not defined in handbook 
 (92) Private Foundation 
 (93) Not defined in handbook
The determination of being exempt from taxes de-
pends on which section of the code the organization is 
best characterized. The most common type of exempt 
oganization is the 501(c)(3) nonprofit entity. Data from 
the Internal Revenue Service’s Exempt Organizations 
Master Listing from 2005 will serve  
as the basis for this study. 
According to these data there are more than one million 
nonprofits in existence. The number of new nonprofits 
obtaining exempt status has been increasing dramatical-
ly. At the turn of the century, when Andrew Carnegie 
created his foundation, the number of nonprofits was 
very small. As Figure 1 shows, the number of new non-
profits per year was about 20,000 in the late 1960s and 
thirty years later in the 1990’s there were almost 50,000 
new nonprofits created each year.
If we allow for a reasonable amount of variability there 
appears to be several distinct periods of stability in the 
entry of new nonprofits organizations. In other words 
there are periods of time where the numbers of new 
nonprofits per year remained relatively constant. The 
first period was the pre World War II period. During 
that period there were very few new nonprofits added 
per year. The second period is the post World War II, 
or early Cold War, period where approximately 10,000 
new nonprofits made their entry into the economy. The 
third observable period begins with the Vietnam War 
and continues until the end of the Cold War. Marked 
by civil unrest and major changes in social conditions 
within the United States, this period experienced a 
doubling of the number of new nonprofits per year to 
20,000. Most of the century is divided into these three 
periods of relatively constant growth. However, in the 
latter part of the decade a new trend appeared. Starting 
around 1991 the number of new nonprofits per year 
increased every year. The rate jumped to almost 50,000 
per year by 2000. Recall that the previous constant 
trend was only 20,000 per year. Within approximately 
ten years from the end of the Cold War the number of 
new nonprofits per year more than doubled. During the 
same time period the U.S. economy experienced the 
longest economic expansion in its history.
For much of the century the new nonprofits each 
year were almost split evenly between organizations 
qualifying for deductible contributions and those 
not qualifying for deductible contributions. The 
share of organizations qualifying for deductions 
was slightly greater than those not qualifying. 
However, the share of new nonprofits per year 
qualifying for deductible contributions has been 
increasing since the late 1970s. Figure 2 shows the 
growth of those organizations seeking and obtain-
ing deductibility status.
However, new nonprofits not qualifying for 
deductible contributions have remained fairly 
constant for long periods of time as seen in Figure 
3. Deductibility was clearly a desirable objective 
for organizations being created. 
While there are just under 130,000 nonprofits that 
are not categorized as a 501(c)(3) organization and 
still qualify for tax deductible contributions, this 
represents a small fraction (13 percent) of the 1.4 
million nonprofits in existence. The vast majority 
of nonprofits approved to receive tax deductible 
contributions are categorized in subsection 3 of 
section 501(c) of the IRS code.
In order to maintain an organization’s tax exempt 
and deductibility status they must continue to 
operate under the conditions described at the time 
of their ruling date. If the structure of the organi-
zation changes in ways that the operations could 
benefit certain individuals, it could lead to a loss  
in exempt status. Therefore the managerial hier-
archy is important as well as forms of compensa-
tion if they exist. In addition, for organizations 
receiving contributions that are tax deductible 
the source of annual revenues and how those are 
translated into final products are of major im-
portance. There are not enough individuals with 
Andrew Carnegie’s wealth to account for the large 
numbers of new nonprofits, so an examination of 
the type of organization as it relates to funding  
is next.
Up to the late 1960s the mixture of organiza-
tion types varied widely. However, starting 
around 1970 the variability declines and a pattern 
emerges. Organizations with substantial gov-
ernment funding or general public support and 
organizations with minor investment funding and 
substantial general public support appear to cap-
ture the majority share of new nonprofits per year. 
These two types of organizations share one criti-
cal characteristic: they obtain substantial funding 
support from the general public. The combined 
shares of these two types of organizations appears 
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In addition to how a nonprofit is organized, the 
activities they actually get involved in help determine 
whether they belong in the 501(c)(3) category. These ac-
tivities are what they are doing primarily or exclusively. 
Any significant change in an organization’s activities 
can become a reason to revoke their tax benefits.
Activities for new nonprofits have changed over the last 
half of the century. New organizations involved in reli-
gious activities stabilized a little during the mid-1970s 
and then grew slightly through the 1980s. The list of 
possible activities is shown below:
 (1) Religious  
 (2) Schools and Colleges 
 (3) Cultural, Historical, and Other Educational 
 (4) Training and Other Instruction  
 (5) Health Services  
 (6) Scientific Research  
 (7) Business and Professional Organizations  
 (8) Farming  
 (9) Mutual Organizations  
 (10) Employee or Membership Benefit  
 (11) Sports, Athletic Recreational and Social 
 (12) Youth 
 (13) Conservation, Environment and  
   Beautification Purposes and Activities 
 (14) Housing 
 (15) Inner City or Community 
 (16) Civil Rights 
 (17) Litigation and Legal Aid 
 (18) Legislative and Political 
 (19) Advocacy 
 (20) Other Directed to Individuals 
 (21) Support to Other Organizations 
 (22) Other
 In 1989 the share of new nonprofits engaged in religious 
activities (Activity 1) started declining and continued 
to decline to less than 10% of the total by 2001. This 
is lower than the share of new organizations for 1950 
involved in religious activities. After 2001 the share 
of nonprofits engaged in religious activities has been 
increasing.
Schools (Activity 2) held a very large share of new  
nonprofits each year up until the early 1970s when  
they declined to about half of their previous share.  
The activities that increased share at the same time 
were cultural (Activity 3), training (Activity 4), and 
health (Activity 5) activities. 
In the mid-1970s a significant share of new nonprofits 
were involved in inner city or community activities 
(Activity 15). Prior to that time the share of this activ-
ity was almost too small to measure. The emergent 
category of activity included activities such as area 
development, urban renewal, homeowners associa-
tions, attracting new industry, and crime prevention. 
While its share was only about 4% each year, it main-
tained that share of new nonprofits for the remainder 
of the century. Another new activity that appeared in 
the 1970s was advocacy (Activity 19) by groups that 
to dominate and have the effect of stabilizing the vari-
ability overall. The possible types of organizations are 
listed below:
 (00)  Not 501(c)(3) 
 (02)  Private Operating (exempt from excise or  
  investment income taxes) 
 (03) Private Operating (other) 
 (04) Private Non-Operating 
 (09) Suspense 
 (10) Church 
 (11) School 
 (12) Hospital or Medical Research 
 (13) Government Unit (benefiting college) 
 (14) Government Unit 
 (15) Org w/Substantial Gov or General Public Funding 
 (16) Org w/Minor Investments and Major General   
  Public Funding 
 (17) Orgs Supporting 10 to 16 
 (18) Public Safety Testing 
After 1972 variability disappears almost completely 
for private non-operating organizations. These private 
non-operating organizations were declining since the 
mid-1950s, but since 1972, with a 5% share, have been 
steadily growing to almost 20% in 1996. Non-operat-
ing means these organizations manage funds and make 
them available to other nonprofits rather than produce 
any goods or services for the public themselves. After 
1996 it declined as organizations with substantial gov-
ernment funding or general public support dominates. 
These organizations with substantial government sup-
port or general public support have been taking shares 
from organizations with minor investment funding and 
substantial general public support and churches since 
the early 1970s. In other words government funds have 
been playing a greater role in the funding of nonprofits.
Since the early 1990s, the predominant share of new 
nonprofits went to government-supported organiza-
tions. This gain in government-funded organizations 
came at the expense of organizations supported by 
funds from the general public initially and then later 
at the expense of private non-operating organizations. 
The trend shown for private non-operating organiza-
tions are very similar to the growth in the economy 
including the bubble and subsequent recession in 2000 
and 2001 respectively. As private wealth grew so did the 
number of nonprofits based on funding from private 
wealth. The share of new nonprofits of the “churches” 
type has remained fairly constant during the same time. 
In summary the trend favors the growth of publicly 
supported organizations that receive their funding from 
government units and the general public, especially in 
the years since the bubble burst and the chances of new 
individuals becoming wealthy have declined.
attempted to influence public opinion concerning fire 
arms control, the selective service system, national 
defense policy, weapons systems, government spend-
ing, taxes, separation of church and state, foreign policy, 
anti-Communism, right to work, capital punishment, 
ecology, consumer interests, urban renewal, etc. The 
advocacy (Activity 19) activity makes up only a small 
share (1% to 3%) of the purposes of new nonprofits; 
however, the activity did not exist in measurable 
amounts prior to that time. Other activities directed 
to individuals (Activity 20) included supplying money, 
goods or service to the poor; non-scholarship gifts or 
grants; loans to individuals; marriage counseling; family 
planning; credit counseling, job training or counseling; 
etc. This activity accounted for less than 1% of the new 
nonprofits per year prior to 1974, when it increased to 
over 5%. It continued to account for approximately 5% 
for the remainder of the century.
The community chest and booster club (Activity 21) 
activity was one of the activities that lost share in the 
1970s. It regained share during the 1980s as it increased 
to approximately 10% of the new nonprofits. This activ-
ity had declined to less than 5% in the last couple of 
years of the century and has been increasing in the last 
couple of years.
The activity that has grown the most since the 1970s 
is the “catch all” category for other purposes and 
activities (Activity 22). It started with its biggest share 
increase in 1973. Specific activities in this category 
include cemetery or burial activities, perpetual care 
funds, emergency or disaster aid fund, community 
trust, government instrumentality, testing products 
for product safety, consumer interest groups, veterans 
activities, patriotic activities, title holding corporation, 
erection or maintenance of public buildings, cafeteria, 
restaurants, snack bar, food services, thrift shop, retail 
outlets, book and gift stores, advertising, loans or credit 
reporting, endowment fund or financial services, Indian 
tribes fund-raising, etc. This category of activity allows 
nonprofit organizations to provide goods and services 
that compete with the private “for-profit” firms. The 
activity has grown considerably from about 5 percent of 
new nonprofits in the early 1970s to a peak of about 45 
percent in 1998. It has declined in the most recent years 
as religious (Activity 1) activities have increased (per-
haps impacted by the faith-based initiatives promoted 
by the federal government).
Overall trends during the 1990s are that religious 
(Activity 1), cultural (Activity 3), training (Activity 4), 
youth activities (Activity 12), community chest activi-








































individuals (Activity 20) are declining as a share of new 
nonprofits per year, while sports/athletic/recreational/
social activities (Activity 11), and schools (Activity 2) 
are increasing slightly. The major increase in shares 
of new nonprofits is in other purposes and activities 
(Activity 22), the activity that comes closest to private 
sector behavior and that activity seems to be related to 
religious activities (Activity 1) in recent years.
The number of new nonprofits has grown from about 
20,000 per year in 1991 to over 50,000 per year in 2001 
and the rate has dropped slightly since then. New 
nonprofits seeking the added benefit of tax deductibility 
for their contributors has been increasing too and new 
nonprofits not qualifying for deductible contributions 
have remained fairly constant. Therefore, deductibil-
ity appears to be desirable objective for organizations 
being created. In addition, the trend favors the growth 
of publicly supported organizations that receive their 
funding from government units and the general public, 
especially in the years since the bubble burst and the 
chances of new individuals becoming wealthy have 
declined. In other words government funds have been 
playing a greater role in the funding of nonprofits. 
These new nonprofits are engaging in activities that 
come closest to private sector behavior. The incentives 
to go into commercial-like activities must be very strong 
since even churches have deviated from their primary 
focus on religious activities. In conclusion, there are a 
large number of nonprofits and many more are created 
each year. These data suggest possible reasons for the 
increase including tax avoidance or control over tax 
spending; desire to influence public policy; and a transi-
tion toward “privatization” of public goods and services.
—Michael L. Jones is Assistant Professor of economics. 
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insite is a network of contemporary art programs and commissioned projects that map the liminal border zone of San Diego-Tijuana. One of those programs is Scenarios, which examines the artistic practice in a public domain that transcends urban spatial locations as well as sites of action that require the convening of an audience. Within Scenarios there were three intangible time-based practices including 
ELLIPSIS, a live visual and sound image event, curated by electronic 
musician and filmmaker Hans Fjellestad. A group of four artists were 
invited to generate a collaborative art project: Damon Holzborn, 
New York City, USA; Liisa Lounila, Helsinki, Finland; Magaly Ponce, 
Providence, USA; Ivan Díaz Robledo, Tijuana, Mexico.
The artists chose the Caliente dog-track in Tijuana 
Mexico as the final location for the live visual and sound 
event.  n  There were three residencies leading up to 
the one night event. Here the artists collected materi-
als, defined specific logistic, technical requirements, and 
share observations about the 
border area. I became interested 
in creating a satellite draw-
ing of a Tijuana stray dog’s 
whereabouts. I used this as 
a parallel project to under-
stand the Tijuana culture, 
research new technologies and 
reflect on the issues of free will. 
n  On one hand I was working with 
the limiting and pre-defined paths of 
the racing dogs, yet on the other hand 
the free and random path of the stray 
dog. I used this metaphor to evoke both 
countries’ unequal wealth and access to 
technology. Technology has the potential to 
create a spectacle out of meaningless events, and 
to exercise power over them by becoming an 
omnipresent surveyor. It was our technology 
and budget that allowed us to change the 
stray dog’s future, and in result it ironi-
cally became an animal that would 
no longer stray. This applied an 
element of surprise and humor 
to the project.  n  The process 
to track the stray dog was 
technologically unavailable in 
Tijuana at the time, yet available in alternative loca-
tions around the world. BSC Prof. Uma Shama recom-
mended I work with computer science student, Ethan 
Heilman, who worked at the GeoLab at the Moakley 
Center. We researched and tested numerous options, 
and by the end of the summer 2005 Google Earth 
released international maps that allowed the project to 
be feasible. The satellite drawing was then implemented 
successfully in Tijuana and the documentation of the 
experience later became part of the ‘video’ for the col-
laborative performance.  n  Each artist generated  
                                                                       Continued on Page 22 
inSite_05: 
Art Practices in the Public 
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For several years Dr. Ruth Hannon 
of the Psychology Department has 
studied working parents and their 
children’s perceptions of their parents’ 
work. In interviewing some four dozen 
children and families, mostly from new 
england, she found that an overrid-
ing concern for those trying to balance 
work and family was safety. Parents 
worried about the availability of safe 
yet affordable day care, after-school 
programs, and other after-school ar-
rangements, even in ostensibly safe, 
suburban neighborhoods. How, she 
wondered, do families manage in areas 
that are inherently unsafe?  Although 
she continues to be interested in commu-
nity violence, she has focused for now on the effects of ethno-
political violence, particularly among families exposed to 
“the Troubles” of northern Ireland, having made contact over 
the years with faculty from the university of ulster—Magee 
campus in Derry. 
Beginning in the late 1960s in Northern Ireland, politi-
cal unrest emerged primarily among the Catholic popu-
lation who felt they were being discriminated against 
by the Protestant elite and the British government. 
Characterized by protests, sit-ins, demonstrations and 
sporadic community violence involving paramilitary 
organizations as well as ordinary citizens, the unrest, 
referred to as “the Troubles,” has continued to the pres-
ent day. Although the violence has lessened since the 
peace accords and power-sharing of the mid-1990s, oc-
casional episodes of anger and discontent flare up from 
time to time. One such episode occurred as Hannon was 
making plans to visit Northern Ireland. In September 
of 2001, small girls and their parents were harassed as 
they walked to the Holy Cross  Elementary School in 
the Ardoyne section of Belfast. Protestant adults and 
children, shouting epithets and blowing high-pitched 
whistles were held at bay by police officers and British 
soldiers on the first day of school. The following day, 
four police officers were injured when a pipe bomb 
(referred to in Northern Ireland as ‘blast bombs’)  
packed with nails, metal frag-
ments, and a blasting cap, 
exploded on the schoolhouse 
steps. Dozens of children, ages 4 
to 11 were quickly surrounded by 
riot police and removed from the 
schoolyard. 
How did such events affect family 
life, Hannon wondered. How do 
working parents cope with this 
kind of danger and how do the 
children perceive the situation?  
Dr. Hannon also knew from her 
research that women were enter-
ing the workforce in Northern 
Ireland in record numbers. “In 
recent years,” she explains, “the 
rise in women’s employment, 
particularly part-time employment, was the largest 
increase by any group in the country.”  Since this dra-
matic increase was occurring within an environment of 
conflict, she felt that families in Northern Ireland would 
be an excellent population to study. With the assistance 
of a Faculty/Librarian Research Grant from CART, 
she spent 6 to 8 weeks obtaining 26 family interviews 
among both Protestants and Catholics in Derry and 
Belfast. She also talked with teachers, principals, child 
care workers, community board members, faculty at 
Magee, and women’s center advocates to contextualize 
the families’ responses and perceptions. These supple-
mental interviews also helped Hannon to rethink her 
interview instrument. “I was familiar with an interview 
instrument that is largely appropriate for families ex-
posed to community violence such as muggings, break-
ins, murder, or home invasions,” she explains, “but in 
Northern Ireland there were riots, stone throwing, blast 
bombs, and this gauntlet of threatening individuals. It 
was a different set of threats and stressors.”
In each family, Dr. Hannon interviewed a child (aged 
8-16) and one or both parents. Each respondent was 
interviewed separately, thus she amassed a vast collec-
tion of taped conversations. “As you can imagine, the 
transcription of these interviews is a mammoth task in 
itself,” Hannon smiles, “and then the real work of analy-
Faculty Research 
Violence and Family in Northern Ireland
ruth hannon
From Page 19 
his or her individual work that would later feed the 
common project. The individual material was re-pro-
cessed conceptually, formally and collectively assembled 
into a ninety-minute video and sound performance.  
The event took place on a Saturday night on September 
2005 at the Caliente dog track. The performance in-
volved two computers, six DVD players, two video mix-
ing boards, one sound board, three live video cameras, 
one live microphone, speakers, nine TV sets, three  
 16 feet projection 
screens, and free local beer.  n  The audience was a mix 
of the art community of Tijuana, San Diego, as well as 
the local gamblers.  n  The dog track became a space 
with a multiplicity of meanings and metaphoric asso-
ciations; a space of spectacle embodying the transaction 
of hopes and monies.  n  The elliptic cycle is a visual 
reminder of cycles of life, of money transactions, of the 
flux of language, the flow of energy and the passage of 
time. The dirt registers the imprint of the dogs’ steps; 
they stay as evidence of the race, waiting to be re-writ-
ten. The collaboration between the artists created a 
project that was cohesive, political, dynamic, 
   profound and humorous, yet its ephemeral 
       nature contrasted to the reality of the 
      San Diego-Tijuana border.
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in Los Angeles that they not engage in ongoing therapy. 
This was to be emergency assistance.
Michael Kocet was in Shreveport from September 21st 
to October 5th with the first wave of responders. He 
worked with psychiatrists, social workers and other 
mental health counselors in multi-disciplinary teams. 
People were still living in temporary shelters when he 
got there. Maxine Rawlins was in New Orleans with 
the second wave of volunteers from October 4th to 
the 18th. She was assigned to a shelter and followed 
the residents to assist them when they moved. Louise 
Graham arrived in Shreveport with the third wave of 
workers as residents were transitioning out of shelters, 
and was in Louisiana from October 18th until November 
2nd. By federal order, all three were temporarily licensed 
to practice in the state.
Each of these faculty members has an area of expertise 
that could be valuable in helping survivors of Katrina to 
get their lives back to normal. They brought to the task 
knowledge and professional passions that influenced 
their assessments and plans for action given the limita-
tions of the settings in which they worked. 
Maxine Rawlins has extensive train-
ing and experience in 
sis begins.”  She cautions that the sample size is very 
small but several key concerns emerged. Parents worried 
about being late to work because they were forced 
to take a circuitous route to drop their children off at 
school. A Boston Globe article in September, 2001, anec-
dotally confirmed this concern. One mother reported to 
the newspaper that, although she lived 125 yards from 
the school, she had to walk her daughter more than 20 
minutes around a soccer field to arrive safely at the back 
door of the school. Parents also reported to Hannon 
that they sometimes missed entire days of work when 
unrest occurred. They also complained of having to vary 
the routes they traveled to their workplace in order to 
feel secure. 
A particularly striking pattern of concern involved try-
ing to run errands. “We all know what it’s like to hurry 
from work, pick up the kids, and then squeeze in several 
errands before going home,” Hannon explains. But, 
in certain Northern Ireland neighborhoods she found 
that parents had to pick up their children, sometimes 
dodging protestors, and then return home to allow 
the youngsters to change out of their school uniforms 
before going downtown. Children from local schools are 
easily identified by the color of their uniforms, Hannon 
notes, and there were instances of their being insulted 
by adults when they were out in public. “The children 
didn’t feel safe, they didn’t want to be seen with their 
uniforms on, so it added even more time and stress to 
the day.”  Hannon also found that women’s employ-
ment was more vulnerable to conditions of the neigh-
borhood. “It was most often the mother who was called 
from work in cases where 
schools were closing early 
due to bomb threats or 
other threats of violence.”
During the summer of 
2005, Dr. Hannon re-
ceived a Center for the 
Advancement of Research 
and Teaching (CART) 
grant to begin a line-by-
line analysis of the tran-
scripts of the 26 children 
interviewed. She has not 
completed the analysis but 
already sees similar themes 
emerging. “The children 
have all been caught in ri-
ots, they’re aware of blast 
bombs, they know what 
the presence of helicopters means.”  Since beginning 
this study, Dr. Hannon has presented a paper on her 
findings at a conference in Manchester, England, and 
is currently revising an article for Community Work and 
Family Journal. She will be returning to Northern Ireland 
to conduct several more interviews this May having 
been awarded an additional Faculty Librarian Research 
Grant from CART to continue this research. “When 
prejudice and conflict is part of the macro-system, the 
ideology of a culture, these ideas filter down to every 
level of a family’s existence. I hope my work will help 
us understand the impact of such conflict on the family 
and on the child.”
—Patricia J. Fanning. 
Counseling and Katrina:  
The Challenges of Practice  
in the Aftermath of the Hurricane   
When three Bridgewater State College professors trav-
eled to Louisiana in the spring of 2005 to help in the 
aftermath of the Hurricane Katrina disaster, they faced 
a number of challenges. There, was, of course, the enor-
mous range of needs of the people they went to help. 
But there was also the problem of putting into practice 
the special skills and knowledge they teach as faculty 
members in the Department of Counselor Education. 
Louise Graham, Michael Kocet and Maxine Rawlins 
traveled to New Orleans and Shreveport Louisiana a 
month after Katrina’s August 29th landfall. The devasta-
tion of New Orleans was the worst suffered by a city 
in the history of the United States, and the needs of its 
people for the full range of human services was unprec-
edented as well. Under the auspices of the Substance 
Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration, 
each spent two weeks trying to help residents with 
their mental health needs, but in fact they knew their 
task would be broader. “We went to do whatever was 
needed,” as Dr. Rawlins put it. Their training and expe-
rience as counselors would be valued resources, despite 
the short-term demands of the situation 
and the warning from their bosses 
above, catholic schoolchildren and their 
parents heading for the back door of the 
holy cross school in north belfast. 
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multicultural counseling and community counseling. 
Given the diversity of the population in New Orleans 
displaced by Katrina, and the extent to which the com-
munities were scattered and damaged by the flooding of 
their homes, her specialties would have direct applica-
tion to the needs of the survivors. Louise Graham’s 
focus in medical psychology is rooted in her specialties 
in psychopathology and psychopharmacology. She 
has worked for many years with people suffering from 
chronic mental illness and was well trained to recognize 
and assist in coping with the mental and emotional 
trauma of the survivors. Michael Kocet’s background is 
especially strong in the area of counseling young people 
and sexual minorities and multicultural counseling. Like 
Maxine Rawlins, he would be in a position to respond 
to the needs of a wide range of residents. But he is also 
particularly concerned with ethical issues in counseling, 
and would be very much aware of the limitations of 
counseling in a place of such extreme need.
They were prepared to deliver services in their areas 
of expertise, but found that the practical, day-to-day 
needs of the residents, the complexity of the situation 
and the fundamental reality of human suffering often 
pushed the niceties of specialty and counseling into the 
background. These strains are frequently visible in the 
journals each kept during their work in Louisiana. What 
follows are selections taken from those journals, chosen 
to illustrate the difficulties they experienced in applying 
their skills and knowledge in that setting. 
FROM THE JOURNAL OF LOUISE GRAHAM 
1) “It seems like people I saw this morning were con-
tacts made days ago. Issues that people presented with 
yesterday now have faded into the background, because 
the person in my presence has a pressing issue.”
2) “Unpredictability and lack of control are the hall-
marks of stress. These are the banners the victims of 
Katrina dress in daily. Their attempts to seize control 
by asking questions in an effort to begin to repair are 
met with roadblocks. You must report in person to fill 
out paperwork, but your car was ruined in the flood. 
Hooray, you are out of your third shelter since the 
flood and now in a trailer, but the location is a mile 
off the road and out in the country. You have no car, 
two children with Sickle Cell Anemia, no grocery store 
within miles; you have hypertension, diabetes and foot 
problems from the diabetes. Your check from FEMA has 
not come because your address has changed with each 
shelter and the Post Office is sending the check back 
because they cannot find you.”
3) “Who will take care of the severely mentally ill? 
John Doe stayed in his home until the water was up to 
his chest. He hears voices and has had a difficult time 
coping and taking care of his basic needs every day of 
his life. Then a hurricane comes and rattles the fragile 
glass unicorn. He swims out of his house and ends up 
in the Dome. He sees and hears horrific things in the 
Dome that leave him shaking inside and unable to sleep 
because of the nightmares. He ends up in a shelter in 
another city in LA and does not have the resources to 
apply for and follow through to acquire FEMA nor Red 
Cross aide. 
FROM THE JOURNAL OF MAxINE RAWLINS 
1) “We witness neighborhood after neighborhood dam-
aged or destroyed by the hurricane. Some may be able 
to be salvaged and rebuilt; other neighborhoods will be 
completely bulldozed. What will happen to the con-
taminated soil? I haven’t heard anyone talk about that. 
As we drive through some areas, it is difficult to know 
whether what we are seeing is the result of Katrina or 
the ravages of poverty, neglect, and other inequities… 
or some combination of the two. Trees uprooted, a boat 
tossed by Katrina into the middle of the street, a church 
steeple broken in two with the pieces just barely still 
attached to each other in defiance of Katrina’s power, 
utility poles at 45 degree angles or downed completely, 
cars covered by a now familiar dried brown sludge, and 
that ominous waterline mark sometimes close to 5 feet 
high—that indicates how high the waters reached, and 
the hand written markings on each building indicating 
whether any bodies were found within. As I look at the 
watermarks and roofs, I think about a mother in our 
about poverty in the  class-
room, here, you witness it, 
breathe it, it engulfs you.”
2) “Families are still strug-
gling and desperately want 
to return to their homes. 
Before I came down here, 
I watched on CNN.com 
and FOx news the clips of 
what the shelters looked 
like, but being here face 
to face and walking up 
and down the rows of 
air mattresses is a surreal 
experience. Hundreds and 
hundreds of people—the 
elderly, the adolescents, 
the babies, the adults, all 
trying to peacefully coexist 
in a one room (albeit) large 
bedroom. Imagine that all 
your earthly possessions  
now consist of a borrowed 
air mattress (twin size), a 
blanket or comforter, and whatever you can fit in your 
four ft of space you and your family are allotted.”
3)  “As a counselor I have grown accustom to knowing 
that I cannot “fix” people’s problems—that they must 
find their own path. But this issue was really put to the 
test today. I met two people, both of whom have been 
completely displaced, lost their homes, their livelihoods, 
and their sense of security by Hurricane Katrina. These 
men I spoke with just wanted some guidance. They 
were not seeking a hand out, charity, or for someone to 
do something for them. They simply wanted informa-
tion and a timeline to know where and when they 
would be moving forward to rebuild their lives. There 
were no answers to give them.”
Despite the obvious challenges faced by Drs. Graham, 
Kocet and Rawlins in applying their skills in Louisiana, 
each returned with a sense of accomplishment and 
pride in having helped. Those of us who teach would 
do well to consider how effectively we could apply  
our expertise to some urgent need in the world outside 
our classrooms. 
—William C. Levin.
shelter who was stranded on 
a rooftop for three days with 
her family with no food and 
water in the blistering sun, 
waiting to be rescued: I try 
to imagine what it must 
have been like for them. It is 
difficult to take it all in. One 
of our teammates compares 
what we are witnessing to a 
nuclear holocaust.”
2)  “I did very little tradi-
tional counseling—even the 
individual work had little 
resemblance to what goes on 
in a clinic or mental health 
center. Most of what I did 
could best be described as 
Community Counseling/
Psychology—primary and 
secondary prevention, skill 
building, empowerment, 
case management, advocacy, 
coalition building, staff sup-
port, information and referral, and creating computer-
generated materials such as flyers, table tents, and a 
resource brochure for our relocated residents.
3) “En route back to Massachusetts, as I think about 
Katrina and how her immediate and continued impact 
has been exacerbated by social and economic inequities, 
a news story which highlights some of the challenges to 
addressing racism and poverty in this country, yanks me 
back to reality.” 
FROM THE JOURNAL OF MICHAEL KOCET 
1) “I learned a great deal of information in my under-
graduate and graduate training, but my experience 
here has taught me more than any theories, models, or 
paradigms ever could. Sure, academic training is vital 
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The Society of St. 
Margaret, an Order 
in the Church of 
England, had arrived 
in Boston in 1871 
when then novice, 
Sister Theresa, ar-
rived to take over the 
administration of 
Boston’s Children’s 
Hospital. A talented, 
capable woman, 
Sister Theresa (born 
Sophia Nelson in 
England) won over 
the Hospital’s largely 
Unitarian physician-
dominated Board of 
Managers and spent 
the next fifteen years 
professionalizing the position. The Society remained 
in the service of the Hospital for the next 45 years at 
this same time expanding their mission “to serve the 
sick, the children and the poor.” In 1875 they opened an 
orphanage for boys and a school for girls, both of which 
flourished. The Society also organized summer camps in 
Winthrop, Massachusetts, at Humarock Beach, and on 
the shore near Marblehead, so that children of various 
ethnic backgrounds could enjoy a brief respite from the 
overcrowded, dangerous streets of urban Boston. 
In 1880, with their novitiate and professions surging, 
the Society purchased three adjoining houses at Nos. 15, 
17, and 19 Louisburg Square. Renovations were made 
to connect all three buildings. A temporary Chapel and 
Refectory were located in the large corner house, along 
with offices, a Common Room, and dormitories. The 
middle residence contained the reception room and 
kitchen, two large embroidery rooms, and several guest 
rooms. Within three years, a new Refectory and sub-
stantial Chapel were erected on a lot at the rear of the 
convent. St. Margaret’s Infirmary, a pioneering private 
hospital, was located in the third house. This institu-
tion grew so rapidly that additional space was leased a 
few years later at No. 2 Louisburg Square, a large house 
on the corner of Mt. Vernon Street where the Infirmary 
remained for 22 years. 
When we think of 
Beacon Hill today, we 
think of politicians, 
very pricey real estate, 
quaint cobblestone 
streets, and Bulfinch 
architecture. A hundred 
years ago, however, 
Beacon Hill was already 
an aging neighbor-
hood, home to a diverse 
population. Described 
as “a quaint, old-fash-
ioned Bloomsbury-like 
district,” Beacon Hill’s 
southern slope was 
planned by a consor-
tium called the Mount 
Vernon Proprietors, 
who intended to attract 
the wealthiest Bostonians of the early nineteenth cen-
tury. One of the Hill’s most elegant addresses, Louisburg 
Square, was developed between 1834 and 1848 and its 
classic red brick bow front architecture and private park 
was coveted by the most “proper” of Bostonians. But, 
by the 1880s, the city and the Hill were undergoing 
dramatic changes.
When the broad avenues and commanding brown-
stones of the Back Bay rose from the city’s landfill 
project, the steep, narrow byways and smaller brick fa-
cades of Beacon Hill seemed passé. Industrialists and the 
nouveau riche followed the fashionable across town to 
more luxurious quarters and young Bohemians moved 
into what were once single-family structures newly 
transformed into affordable rooming houses, bachelor 
apartments, and studios. Described by Ralph Adams 
Cram in his autobiography, My Life in Architecture, as “a 
state of mind,” by the 1890s, the Hill was populated by 
writers Alice Brown and Louise Imogen Guiney, poets 
Richard Hovey and Bliss Carman, painter Thomas 
Meteyard, designer Daniel Berkeley Updike, publisher 
and photographer F. Holland Day, composer Frederic 
Field Bullard, and, of course, Cram himself. Residing 
alongside these youthful, liberal decadents lived a  
community of women who combined religious devo-
tion and social reform—the Sisters of the Society of  
St. Margaret. 
In addition, the Society was among the first organiza-
tions to provide assistance to Boston’s African American 
community, a particularly needy population living near 
the convent on the north side of Beacon Hill. Originally 
developed rather sporadically attracting transient sailors 
and laborers, craftsmen, and small business owners, 
this neighborhood was home to nearly eighty percent 
of Boston’s black population by the mid-nineteenth 
century. Although African Americans had begun to 
relocate to Roxbury and the South End by the end of 
the century, a significant number of black tradesmen, 
domestic servants, and the poor remained on the north 
side. In 1888, tucked among the tenement houses, 
small shops, and livery stables at 79 Phillips Street, the 
Sisters founded “St. Monica’s Home for Sick Colored 
Women.”  In March of 1891, St. Monica’s was moved 
to larger quarters at 45 Joy Street and, a few years later, 
an adjoining house was acquired at 47 Joy. Begun as 
a home for chronically ill black women, the facility 
eventually included a nursery, kindergarten, sick ward, 
and nursing home, all of which were open to “patients 
of every and no creed.”  In June, 1904, with the as-
sistance of the black population of Roxbury, the Sisters 
purchased and renovated the former home of William 
Lloyd Garrison, and moved St. Monica’s to that site.  
A tuberculosis ward was added in 1907.
One of the Community’s most distinctive endeavors 
was St. Margaret’s School of Embroidery, which was 
founded by the multi-talented Sister Theresa shortly 
after her arrival in Boston. Through her skill and inspi-
ration, students from within the Order and the general 
public, produced elaborately designed vestments, altar 
hangings and other ecclesiastical accessories of silk and 
linen, examples of which were exhibited at the General 
Conventions of the Church of England in 1877 and 
1880. Rapidly outgrowing its modest second floor work 
rooms on Louisburg Square, the Embroidery School 
was moved to 23 Chestnut Street, also on Beacon 
Hill. While still under the direction of Sister Theresa, 
the School became a founding member of the Arts 
and Crafts Society of Boston and participated in that 
organization’s first exhibition in 1897. The Embroidery 
School remained viable for decades completing com-
missions from churches throughout the country  
before its closing sometime around 1932.
With the decline of professions in the latter half of the 
20th century, the Sisters have been forced to curtail 
their activities. St. Monica’s Home was closed in 1989; 
in 1990, the Sisters sold their Louisburg Square con-
vent and moved into the renovated Garrison House. 
Meanwhile, back on Beacon Hill, times changed as well. 
The Museum of Afro-American History and the African 
Meeting House now stand across the street from what 
was once St. Monica’s Home; the majority of houses 
on Louisburg Square have been divided into apartments 
and condominiums; and the large corner house on 
Louisburg Square, once headquarters of the Society of 
St. Margaret, is now the home of John and Teresa Heinz 
Kerry. Still considered by many authorities as the finest 
row of townhouses in the United States, Louisburg 
Square remains a prime tourist attraction. Most of 
today’s residents and visitors, however, probably know 
little about the Sisters of St. Margaret who brought 
such distinction to Beacon Hill for over a century.
—Patricia J. Fanning is Associate Professor of Sociology 
and Associate editor of the Bridgewater Review.
Research Note
The Missionary Sisters of Louisburg Square
Patricia J. Fanning
left, the convent of the society of st. margaret  
at  #15, 17, and 19 louisburg square, circa 1900.  
Society of St. Margaret Archives.
above, sister theresa, first sister superintendent  
of boston’s children’s hospital and founder of  
st. margaret’s school of embroidery, 1895  
by f. holland day. 
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In this edition of Bridgewater Review Charlie Angell of 
the English Department reviews Bernard-Henri Levi’s 
new book American Vertigo. Levi, a French philosopher 
and cultural critic, traveled in America, roughly (very 
roughly) following the path previously taken here  
by Alexis de Tocqueville in the early 1830’s. 
Tocqueville’s classic book, Democracy in 
America, would be a hard act for Levi to 
follow, considering its revered place in our 
literature of cultural and political analysis. 
But Levi is famous for his confidence, so 
American Vertigo records his impressions  
of America gathered from an odd buffet  
of his interviews and experiences. And I  
do mean odd. 
As it turned out, I knew about Charlie’s 
writing plans well before Jeanne and I 
were scheduled to go to Paris this spring. 
So, I figured that if Bernard-Henri Levi 
can draw sweeping conclusions about 
America based on interviews with the likes of Warren 
Beatty and Sharon Stone, then I could probably figure 
out the French by walking around Paris for a week. So, 
here goes, organized for your convenience by sweeping 
generalization.
FRANCE IS THE GRANDEST CULTURE. 
Paris is monumental, in both senses of the word. That 
is, it is filled with monuments celebrating thousands 
of French accomplishments, real and aggrandized. It is 
also a city of grand vistas and architecture of impres-
sive scale. I grew up in New York City, have lived in 
Boston for forty years, and visited all the biggest cities 
in America. Clearly, each has its monuments and won-
derful vistas, but they do not compare in this regard 
with Paris. Within the few square miles along the Seine 
in central Paris from Place de la Bastille to the Arc de 
Triomphe you can’t cough without infecting a memo-
rial to something glorious in the history of the country. 
One effect of all this is that a visitor to Paris cannot 
help but feel that he or she is always inside a “city as 
museum.” 
The Arc de Triomphe is Napoleon’s commemoration of 
his victory at the Battle of Austerlitz. Only pretty nice 
as an object, in my opinion, it is made much grander 
looking by the view of it along the immensely wide 
Champs Elysées. Everywhere the views along Paris’ 
broad boulevards and gardens give the city a sense 
of openness that is almost never seen in American 
cities. Commonwealth and 5th Avenues are narrow 
and isolated within their cities by comparison. Place 
de la Concorde is a many-layered collection of me-
morials. It began as a site for Louis xV to display his 
statue in the mid seventeen hundreds. During the late 
seventeen hundreds it became Place de la Revolution 
and was the site of more than a thousand executions. 
Commemorating the hoped-for reconciliation after the 
revolution it was renamed Place de la Concorde and  
the magnificent Luxor obelisk and ornate fountains  
and statues representing major French cities were  
placed there. 
I would need several extra pages to even mention the 
famous sites we saw in just one week. Among them 
were bridges (Ponts Royale, Neuf, and de la Concorde) 
gardens (Tuileries, Trocadero, and Luxembourg) statues 
on every main and side street (Balzac, Voltaire and 
Napoleon), museums (Louvre, d’Orsay, Delacroix, 
Picasso and de la Marine)and countless churches, each 
of which is a monument to both God and to the genera-
tions of clergy and worshipers who made them. 
What startled and charmed me about Monumental 
Paris was my sense that all those views, buildings, 
statues and boulevards were put there for the benefit of 
the common citizen and visitor. This most democratic 
of enjoyments, this walking about at will, drinking in 
the grand Paris was consistently uplifting. “All this just 
for me?” Well, of course not, but it felt that way. I think 
of Monumental Paris as a lucky accident of history. It 
no longer belongs to the kings, monstrously egocentric 
emperor and revolutionaries who built and gilded it 
over centuries. It now belongs to its citizens and to the 
countless visitors who can afford to walk its streets. 
THE FRENCH ARE A PROUD PEOPLE. 
We were, of course, careful to listen more than we 
spoke. Otherwise how could we learn anything of how 
French people saw the world?  But even when we were 
not looking for it, the singular French view of things 
popped out, sometimes in surprising ways. For example, 
we visited the museum of 
maritime history (Musee 
de la Marine) and were 
struck by the paintings 
commemorating the battle 
of Trafalgar. In that battle 
27 British ships encoun-
tered a combined force 
of 33 French and Spanish 
ships in the decisive battle 
of the Napoleonic Wars. 
I’m pretty sure England 
won. At least that is what 
all the books I have read 
on the subject concluded. 
But you would never know 
it looking at the paintings 
of the engagement in the 
Musee de la Marine. All 
of them showed outnum-
bered French ships of the 
line surrounded by tattered and shot-ridden British 
ships, the French ships gallantly pouring shot into their 
enemies. The French flags were invariably huge and 
flowing out above all others. Perhaps all the books I’ve 
read about Trafalgar were written by English authors.
When we returned from a day trip to Rouen, in 
Normandy, Michele, the very helpful clerk at our hotel 
desk, asked about our visit. “Did you visit Notre Dame 
Cathedral?” (Yes, that’s the one Claude Monet painted 
many times.) How about the old houses?” (Yes, again. I 
loved the fifteenth century half timber houses and was 
amazed that people were still living in them.) And last-
ly, “Did you visit the spot where the English killed our 
Joan?” Uh, yes. (We kept to ourselves that we thought 
that whole Joan thing was a bit more complicated than 
Michele’s take.) After a week speaking with Michele 
about our experiences, it was clear that she wanted to 
hear how much we loved our visit, and the details were 
not so important.
THE FRENCH HAVE LOTS TO SAY. 
In Paris everyone seemed to be deep in animated conver-
sation all the time. They lingered for hours over small, 
intense cups of coffee engaging in what could only have 
been equally intense talk. It looked so exciting. Jeanne 
and I talk at meals, but this looked somehow better. 
Perhaps they were discussing philosophy, politics or the 
merits of the great art that surrounded them. We don’t 
speak French, so who knew?
In a restaurant at the  Musee d’Orsay I overheard 
a conversation that gave me an idea about Parisian 
linger-talking. A young man was talking in English to 
an equally young Asian woman. (Perhaps she spoke no 
French, or the young man was practicing his English 
on her.)  At any rate, he was holding forth about some 
paintings they had seen and he said (exactly this, 
because I wrote it down, though furtively), “Of course 
those who complain that his paintings are boring black 
and white abstractions are not looking closely. There  
are many blacks. Yellow blacks and red blacks, green 
blacks and truly black blacks.” No kidding. I guess you 
can’t have that many museums without some conse-
quences. Let’s get some strong coffee and talk about it 
for a few hours.
I couldn’t help thinking about the couples we have  
seen in American restaurants who could sit at their  
dinners without ever talking to one another. At all. Not 
once. In fact, they never seemed to look at one another. 
The anti-Parisians. I’ll take earnest talk, even about  
not much.
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FRENCH CARS ARE THE BEST. 
Fuel is terribly expensive, much more than in the United 
States,  and there is not nearly enough parking. We saw 
lots of cars parked bumper to bumper, literally touch-
ing. We wondered how they got out of those “spaces” 
without lots of yelling. Smart cars, like the one in the 
picture, are coming to a city near you, as soon as they 
pass American emissions standards. 
THE FRENCH ARE AFRAID OF NOTHING. 
Gargoyles. We should have more here. They’re like 
those scary characters in our films that reassure us that 
though there are some very weird characters in the 
world, they are really harmless in the end. True gar-
goyles are designed to spit water in their roles as gutter 
end downspouts. If you see one of these scary looking 
roof sculptures and it is not the last step in a gutter sys-
tem, it is called a grotesque. The word gargoyle comes 
from the old French word for throat. Think of our word 
gargle. I wish I could buy plastic gargoyles in Home 
Depot. Just the thing for our center-entry Cape.
THE FRENCH ARE FRIENDLY,  
EVEN THE PARISIANS. 
We were on guard for nasty  
Parisians. It never happened. In fact, 
the Parisians we met were unfailingly 
nice to us. Jeanne thinks it was be-
cause we looked so pathetic, with our 
maps and comfortable shoes. I think 
it was because we learned just enough 
French to be polite and to apologize 
for our lack of French. At any rate, 
four times Parisians stopped to ask 
if we needed help finding our way, 
without our having asked for help. 
One stopped her motorcycle, got off 
and directed us to a better café than 
the one we were trying to find.
We were eager to avoid engaging in 
bad tourist behavior. We saw very 
little of it, but cringed when it was 
an American who was guilty. At the 
Eiffel Tower there was a snack bar 
part way up, with lots of tourist food. 
One young woman loudly expressed 
to the counter help her disappoint-
ment that the available pizza was 
sans pepperoni. Sacre bleu. We asked 
Michele about her experience with 
the famous “Ugly Americans.” She 
reassured us that the Germans  
were uglier.
THE FRENCH ARE SUPERIOR TO AMERICANS IN 
THE STUFF THAT REALLY MATTERS. 
You can imagine that by the end of our trip, our impres-
sions of France formed a lovely, fragrant and incoherent 
stew. Searching within the week of delights I became 
certain of only one truth gathered from our visit. We 
Americans should be ashamed of our bread.
—William C. Levin is Professor of Sociology 
and Associate editor of the Bridgewater Review.
Bernard-Henri Lévy finally gets around to explaining  
the title of his rather petrified travelogue, American 
Vertigo, on page 238. He writes of “these myriad 
Americans who continued to be viewed as an elite 
people, sure of itself and domineering, whereas in  
reality no large modern nation today is as uncertain  
as this one, less sure of what it is becoming, less confi-
dent of the very values, that is to say, the myths, that 
founded it; it’s a certain disorder; a disease; a wavering 
of points of reference and certainties; a vertigo once 
again that seizes the observer as well as the observed…” 
Certainly Lévy found himself seized, but then after 
interviewing James Ellroy, Warren Beatty, Jim Harrison, 
Charlie Rose, Russell Means, Sharon Stone, Woody 
Allen, and assorted strippers, trippers, and zippers  
who wouldn’t find himself vertiginous? As for “the 
observed,” in this case an American reader, difficult  
to say. Lévy’s scattergun and dizzying prose style 
creates more glare than clarity. Remember that Lévy 
resides in a country that recently awarded the king of 
dizzy, Jerry Lewis, its highest honor for artistic achieve-
ment. Deano!
 Lévy undertakes to repeat Alexis de Tocqueville’s 
1831-32 travels in the then fledgling United States to 
observe its prisons. What resulted from his journals was 
Democracy in America which examined the strengths and 
weaknesses of democratic institutions. Tocqueville ob-
served the United States from the perspective of a post-
Napoleonic Frenchman who attributed the success of 
American democracy to its vast landscape available for 
settlement and its citizens’ optimism about the future; 
western Europe, particularly France in Tocqueville’s 
view, found its liberal democratic impulses thwarted by 
the constricting influence of the past and a conservative 
move toward reinstituting constitutional monarchies. 
In a recent Paris Match (April 13–19, 2006) interview, 
Lévy was asked why American reviewers have not 
spared him. Lévy responds that “Why haven’t they 
spared me?  The American press has been universally 
positive. But there has been a lively debate surrounding 
the book [American Vertigo] and even some resoundingly 
false notes as, for example, in The new york Times. My 
book, in other words, hasn’t left Americans indifferent. 
Some have been pro, some con—a true political battle 
around some of my theses. On the whole, those I attack 
in American Vertigo, the America I denounce, that is to 
say the left and right sides of the political chessboard, 
have responded virulently along the lines of ‘what right 
does he have to meddle?’ But OK, that’s precisely the 
point I’m aiming at” (my translation). But Garrison 
Keillor, who reviewed American Vertigo for The new york 
Times and must be Lévy’s resoundingly false note, accus-
es Lévi of “tedious and original thinking”  that is “short 
on the facts, long on conclusions,” resulting in writing 
akin  to “a student padding out a term paper.”  Martin 
Peretz uses his ‘Cambridge Diarist’ column in The new 
Republic (2/13/2006) to take Keillor to task for his inabil-
ity to “fathom the intellectual weight of Lévy’s transac-
tion between Tocqueville and the present.” Peretz finds 
Lévy’s observations about the United States “suffused 
with that wrenching Tocquevillean tug between liberty 
and equality—the very drama of America , which is still 
the arbiter, for better or for worse…of the new century.”
Lévy invokes Tocquevillian precedent early in American 
Vertigo when he asks rhetorically: “Isn’t the author of 
the two volumes of Democracy in America the inventor, 
after all, of this modern form of reportage where atten-
tion to detail, the taste for personal encounters and cir-
cumstances, did not prevent—quite the contrary, made 
possible—faithfulness to a fixed idea?” Lévy’s fixed 
Deconstruction  
in America 
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ideas include the lack of any clash of ideas in American 
politics, the debasing, if you will, of political discourse 
and the narrowing of this discourse to exclude discus-
sion of possible outcomes. He terms much of what oc-
curs in American political discourse “junk politics.” He 
notes in the course of his numerous visits to museums 
his idée fixé that Americans have memorials for virtu-
ally everything and that memorials such as the Baseball 
Hall of Fame in Cooperstown don’t so much preserve 
history as foster and preserve myths. He ultimately 
labels Americans antiquarians whose “idea is not to 
preserve [history] but to reconstitute a false truth and 
celebrate it as such.” He dismisses this practice as the 
“triumph of kitsch.”  Like many before him, Lévy calls 
the United States—New Orleans excepted—a puritan 
land where in a Las Vegas lap-dancing club he tries to 
engage Linda in a question and answer debate about her 
profession and concludes by remarking on “the wretch-
edness of Eros in the land of the Puritans.” And, in a 
postscript written after hurricane Katrina devastated 
New Orleans, Lévy  opines that “I saw—I heard—The 
manner in which the American nation persists in 
viewing itself as an immense middle class devoted to 
the American Way of Life, despite the obvious refuta-
tion—the very real existence of the 37 million outcasts, 
the victims of social exclusion.”
Who has the right take on Lévy—Keillor or Peretz? 
Keillor would assert, I think, that Levi’s conclusions 
outlined in the preceding paragraph are fairly obvious 
and even banal to anyone minimally familiar with life 
in the United States. Peretz would likely argue that 
Americans in their quest for liberty overlook the glaring 
inequalities with which Lévy claims hurricane Katrina 
has confronted them. Yet, in a strange way Lévy finds an 
America where a simultaneously banal and brutal equal-
ity prevails in its marginal institutions. Visiting a gated 
retirement community in Sun City, Arizona, he finds a 
“paradise laden with all the attractions of purgatory, [a] 
kindergarten for senior citizens where life seems to have 
morphed into a pathology.” Some pages later, touring 
Louisiana’s Angola prison  where the gift shop sells 
T-shirts “printed with ANGOLA: A GATED COMMUNITY,” 
Lévy  finds in the prison’s setting—“a wholesome life 
in the great outdoors, on this former plantation”—“a 
diminished life, a bloodless life, but a life all the same.” 
Is implying the parallel between two maximum security 
communities a flash of intellectual insight or simply 
flashy? Are we, Lévy’s observed, to conclude that what 
he observes at the outer margins of our society provides 
the key to what resides in the center?
Lévy’s portrayal of George Bush, whom he clearly 
doesn’t like, presents the President as a sort of politi-
cal/psychological gated community. “The truth is,” 
Lévy suggests, “that this man is something of a child. 
Whether he’s dependent on his father, his mother, his 
wife, or God Almighty, he looks to me like one of those 
humiliated children Georges Bernanos [a French novel-
ist] was so good at creating, showing that their hardness 
stemmed from their shyness and fear.”  And a few para-
graphs later, “I see him then, quite clearly, as a provincial 
narcissist and a frustrated dilettante, a bad business-
man, an overgrown daddy’s boy whom the family 
manages to save from each of his semifailures.” (These 
sentences written by a man disturbed at the paucity of 
ideas in American political discourse.) For Lévy the hard 
outside simultaneously protects and imprisons George 
Bush’s fearful and vulnerable inside; the boy from the 
provinces becomes the man at the center. “How,” Lévy 
asks in what I think must be genuine bewilderment, 
“did this man become a formidable machine capable of 
winning the most difficult competition in America…?” 
The answer is, to recall James Carville’s advice to Bill 
Clinton: “It’s the economy, stupid.” For Lévy Americans 
display their economic habits in their shopping whose 
quintessence he finds in Minneapolis’ Mall of America. 
The Mall is “an adventure” Lévy tells us—not for him 
but for the shoppers—“an experience in and of itself.”  
“What,” he asks—again rather rhetorically—“do we 
learn about American civilization from this mausoleum 
of merchandise, this funereal accumulation of false 
goods and nondesires in this end-of-the-world setting?” 
Lévy sees in the faces of the Mall shoppers “the easily 
led, almost animal-like face Alexandre Kojève [a French 
philosopher] said would be the face of humanity at the 
arrival…of the end of history.” The Mall of America 
represents in microcosm for Lévy the United States 
as an economic gated community—or, if you’re one 
of Lévy’s mall walkers, a gaited community—whose 
middle American shoppers content themselves with 
childlike and ephemeral pleasures. Lévy reduces 
Americans to banality and—in what he sees as our 
innocence—brutality.
Still, France is not without shopping malls, quite large 
ones like the one I had occasion to visit in St. Laurent 
du Var just outside Nice. The French apparently use 
their malls for recreational walking as well as shop-
ping, accompanied quite frequently by their dogs. The 
signs above the spacious entrance to the supermarket 
that occupied an entire section of the mall read “pas 
de chien dans le marché” The French, I’ve noted on my 
visits, tend to view any sign prohibiting something as 
an affront, so dogs accompanied their owners into the 
market. I began to wonder whether the sign above the 
market entrance shouldn’t perhaps have read “don’t 
purchase items off the lower shelves.” But, I’m pretty 
sure a French person would have informed me, had I 
made the suggestion, that I lacked a clear understanding 
of the cultural signs.
—Charles Angell is Professor of english 
 and Book Review editor of the Bridgewater Review.
When we meet for the first time
in forty years, you say my poems 
are mysteries, yet within two months
you send me a hand-crafted knife, 
bolstered and pinned in brass, handled
with the aged koa another friend,
sent from Hawaii. The matched grips, 
sliced thin as a Roman coin thumbed 
almost faceless, parenthesize 
three blades ground and stropped
to an edge only good light (or blood) 
reveals. Oh, it can cut, your gift
of skill and work and love, but
it, too can be folded up and pocketed. 
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My ninety year old neighbor’s winter crop
Has sprouted, softening October’s show
Of brittle reds and yellows. Through leaf drop
And frost these fields against the hill will glow
Green, percolating up through snow, that first
Leveler, to pool, as light unbends each stalk,
Until all sixty acres lie immersed
Again in green. Those winter days when I walk
His road, I’ll picture him overalled in sun
Collecting wagonloads of windrowed stones,
A yearly harvest, labor never done,
A miracle of strength in those old bones.
His verdant fields illuminate dark days.
Those hard loaves stacked enlighten other ways.
  —Don Johnson
—Don Johnson is Professor of english 
 at east Tennessee State university.
               for Doris Toyooka Johnson
In the crawl space under the kitchen, I kneel
in a bubble of light where the ruptured fitting
drips, though I’ve shut off the flow at the valve.
Outside, under the ice-storm’s glittering tonnage
sycamores hum and groan. When their limbs explode
I think of your father on his hands and knees 
tamping black powder into the hole he had drilled
in the lava rock beneath your house in Honolulu.
Upstairs your baby brother slept. You sliced
ginger for the chicken hekka while your mother
stitched futons in the alcove just above the detonation.
Only the persimmon balanced on the New Year’s shrine
toppled. The Morishiges next door never knew
how with each small charge he lowered the floor, pushed
back the walls of a cellar he could finally stand in.
Now you watch his monitored sleep, gauging the slow
spillage down a silvered tube. Nurses carry away
whatever breaks down inside him.
                                                          Here, on my knees
in cold mud, I finger the bread he taught me to pack
into wet pipes to halt seepage, so the joint 
will heat up, liquefy the flux and suck in solder
seal the fitting right, so it won’t let go, ever. 
  —Don Johnson
The Latin Root for Cultivate  
       Means Cherish
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Masterpiece  
or Racist Trash? 
Bridgewater Students 
Enter the Debate 
over Huckleberry Finn 
Barbara Apstein
Despite its status as one of the classic American novels, 
Huckleberry Finn has always been a controversial book. 
Shortly after it was published in 1885, the Concord, 
Massachusetts, Public Library Committee decided to 
exclude Twain’s novel from its shelves, dismissing it as 
“trash…more suited to the slums than to intelligent, 
respectable people.” Warmly approving the library’s 
decision, contemporary newspa-
pers denounced Huck Finn as a 
“trashy and vicious” novel, whose 
characters and action were of a low 
moral level. Yet some early read-
ers had words of praise: William 
Ernest Henley was delighted with 
the story, with its “adventures of 
the most surprising and delight-
ful kind imaginable.” Another 
early reviewer, Brander Matthews, 
admired Twain’s technique, 
especially the “marvelous skill 
with which the character of 
Huck is maintained” throughout 
the novel; we see all the action 
through the eyes of a 14-year 
old country boy. Matthews also 
found Huckleberry Finn “fresh and 
original” and praised Twain’s fertility of invention, 
humor and vividness. He also praised the depiction of 
Jim, declaring that “the essential simplicity and kindli-
ness and generosity of the Southern negro have never 
been better shown.” In fact, the portrayal of Jim was to 
become a subject of intense controversy a century later. 
Not one of the late nineteenth century critics mentions 
the issue that has become most bitterly debated in our 
own time—the issue of whether or not Huckleberry Finn 
is a racist book.  
Although Twain had prefaced his novel with a directive 
that it not be taken seriously, threatening to banish 
anyone finding a moral in Huckleberry Finn, readers 
continued to analyze it. In the late 1940’s and 1950’s 
two highly influential literary critics, T. S. Eliot and 
Lionel Trilling, pronounced Huckleberry Finn a master-
piece. For Trilling, it was “one of the world’s great books 
in public schools, arguing that “tax 
dollars should not be used to perpetu-
ate a stereotype that has psychologi-
cally damaging effects on the self- 
esteem of African-American children.”  
Supporters of Huckleberry Finn argue that 
anyone who reads the book carefully can 
see that Twain is in fact anti-slavery and 
anti-racist. Jim is,  in fact, the best person in 
the novel: honest, perceptive and fair-minded, 
a loving father and loyal friend. In contrast, the 
white characters include, among others, Huck’s father, 
a child-abusing drunkard; the Duke and King, who 
are frauds and swindlers, and the Grangerfords and 
Shepherdsons, two feuding clans whose main purpose 
in life is the murder of as many of their enemies as 
possible. Thoughtful examination of Twain’s use of the 
word  “nigger” can help teach students the importance 
of understanding the context in which a word is used. 
They will discover that, although clearly a derogatory 
term, “nigger” was not in Twain’s time the powerful 
taboo word that it is today. Judge Stephen Reinhardt, 
rejecting a lawsuit by an African-American parent,  
addressed this issue, writing that “Words can hurt,  
particularly racist epithets, but a necessary compo-
nent of any education is learning to think critically 
about offensive ideas.”  
Having been 
anointed as a masterpiece, 
Huckleberry Finn soon made its way into the classroom. 
Unlike more linguistically formidable American clas-
sics like The Scarlet Letter and Moby-Dick, Twain’s 
novel proved  accessible to students at all levels.  They 
responded to its humor and to its appeal as an adven-
ture story. Teachers found that they could build on this  
positive response to draw attention  to Twain’s social 
satire and Huck’s moral development. Entertaining and 
instructive, Huck Finn appeared to be an eminently 
“teachable” novel. 
By the late 1950’s, however, a new kind of criticism be-
gan to surface. Black parents and public school officials 
objected to classroom use of Huckleberry Finn on the 
grounds that the book was insulting and even humiliat-
ing to black students. Specifically, they objected to the 
inflammatory word “nigger,” which appears on 
almost every page, and to the portrayal 
of  Jim and other black characters. They 
argued that Jim embodies the stereotype 
of the “darky”: he is superstitious and 
gullible, and often appears more child-
like than Huck himself. As a result of 
these protests, some school districts re-
moved Huckleberry Finn from required 
reading lists.  
The protests have continued for half 
a century, and the controversy 
shows no signs of abating. Last year  
the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People again 
filed grievances to remove Twain’s 
novel from mandatory reading lists  
left, huck and Jim find shelter in a cave.
below, Jim, believing that huck is dead, 
thinks he is seeing a ghost. 
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and one of the central documents of American culture.” 
A major component of this greatness, for Trilling, is 
the moral testing and development Huck undergoes. 
As they float down the Mississippi River on their raft, 
sharing adventures and narrow escapes, a bond develops 
between Huck and Jim. Yet while Huck comes to love 
and respect Jim, he is occasionally nagged by his “con-
science,” which tells him that he ought to turn Jim in. 
As a slave in the pre Civil War south, Jim is someone’s 
property, and Huck firmly believes that he is 
morally obligated to report him. In 
the famous “crisis of conscience” 
scene, Huck decides to “do the 
right thing” and write to Jim’s 
owner, Miss Watson, telling her 
where she can reclaim her missing 
slave. Then, reminiscing about 
their companionship on the raft, 
remembering Jim’s generosity, 
“how good he always was,” Huck 
changes his mind. Following his 
“heart,” he tears up the letter, 
implicitly rejecting the moral code 
he has grown up with. Convinced 
that he is a hopeless sinner, Huck 
concludes, “All right, then, I’ll go  
to hell.” This is a wonderfully ironic scene: at the 
very moment when Huck is fully convinced of his 
wickedness, the reader knows that his good impulses 
have prevailed. From this climactic episode, as Trilling 
observes, the reader takes away a powerful lesson: that 
what appear to be “the clear dictates of moral reason” 
may in fact be “merely the engrained customary beliefs 
of [one’s] time and place.” 
Neither Trilling nor Eliot objected to the portrayal  
of Jim or to the use of the word “nigger.” In fact, Eliot 
found Huck and Jim to be “equal in dignity” and ob-
served that Jim is “almost as notable a creation as  
Huck himself.”  
Where do Bridgewater students stand in this debate? 
My “Writing About Literature” class read Huckleberry 
Finn and examined the controversy surrounding it. 
The class of 20 included only one black student, Colleen 
Roberts, who was placed in the potentially uncomfort-
able position of being spokesperson for her race. The 
issue surfaced early in our discussions; as the class con-
sidered the impact of the word “nigger,” a student posed 
the obvious question: “Shouldn’t we ask Colleen what 
she thinks?” Fortunately, Colleen poised and articulate, 
gracefully accepted the role which had been thrust upon 
her. She expressed her own bewilderment at hearing 
rap musicians and black teenagers use “nigger” among 
themselves as a synonym for “friend.” Was this an effort 
to take away the power of this historically degrading 
word? Clearly, although “nigger” may be acceptable for 
at least some blacks to use among themselves, the  
word becomes deeply offensive when uttered by a 
white person. 
In their papers about the controversy, the white 
students in the class concluded that Huckleberry Finn 
does not encourage racist attitudes. “We have  to look 
beyond the word ‘nigger,” they wrote. “This is a literary 
masterpiece.” “In Twain’s time, ‘nigger’ was a synonym 
for ‘slave’.” “The language is appropriate to the setting 
and time.” “The portrayal of Jim proves that the racial 
stereotype of Twain’s day was wrong.” 
Colleen, however, decided otherwise. She enjoyed and 
appreciated the novel; she saw that Jim was the book’s 
most admirable character. She considered all the argu-
ments. What it finally came down to, however, was that 
she found the book painful to read. She was angered by 
the fact that Jim was a mere sidekick to Huck and that 
“he didn’t seem to mind having no vote, no say, during 
their adventures, in what to do next.” She resented his 
being reduced to a clown, and, in the final chapters, a 
plaything for the amusement of Huck and Tom Sawyer. 
She felt disappointed that the relationship between Jim 
and Huck cannot continue. In addition to reaching a 
different conclusion from the white students’, Colleen’s 
paper was different in tone. For her, this essay was not 
an academic exercise; it was the outcome of an intel-
lectual quest. “While I cherish my friends who happen 
to be white,” she wrote in her conclusion, “I realize the 
burning race issues of Huck’s day have not gone away; 
they are just dressed in different clothes. Facing them 
and not lighting out to another territory is what I must 
do without bitterness.” 
One thing all the members of the class could agree on: 
Huckleberry Finn could be a difficult text to teach. As fu-
ture teachers themselves, they weren’t sure they could 
pull it off. Learning to think critically about offensive 
ideas, they agreed, is a noble goal, but teachers need to 
make careful judgments about which offensive ideas 
should be presented to classes of teen-agers. They could 
imagine a tense and emotionally volatile classroom, one 
that might be difficult to control.  
The consensus was that it might be wise to reserve 
Huckleberry Finn for mature high school seniors or 
college students. In fact, some teachers appear to have 
reached the same conclusion. Shawn Oakley, a member 
of our class who had been working with a sixth grade 
teacher, reported that he had come across 30 copies of 
Huckleberry Finn in a closet at the back of the classroom. 
The books were covered with dust. 
—Barbara Apstein is Retired 
Professor of english and  editor emerita 
of the Bridgewater Review. This article by 
 Barbara Apstein appeared in the June 2000 
issue of the Bridgewater Review.
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